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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, June 18-19, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present : 

Mr. Graybeal 
Brig. Gen. Georgi 
Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald 
Lt. Col. DeSimone (part-time } 
Mr. A'rensburger (Interpreter) 
(part-ti me ) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Karpov 

Mr. Yereskcvsky 

Capt. Kuznetsov (part-time) 

Capt. Korobchenko (part-time) 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 


At 2230 hours on June l8, 1974, Mr. Graybeal received a 
telephone call from Mr. Karpov, who stated that the Soviet 
Component had just received word from Moscow and would like to 
meet with Mr. 'Graybeal at his convenience. Mr. Graybeal pro- 
j posed that the meeting be held at the Soviet Mission at 2300 

' hours on June 18. „ 

j "****?' 

j Meeting, June 18, 1974 

1 (2300 to 2345 hours) 

Present at the meeting on the US side were: Mr. Graybeal, 
Brig. Gen. Georgi, and Col. FitzGerald. The Soviet Component 
was represented by Brig. Gen. Ustinov, Mr. Karpov, Mr. Yereskovsky, 
I and Mr. Marchuk. 

! Commissioner Ustinov welcomed Graybeal to the Soviet Mission 

and said that he had just received information from Moscow con- 
j cerning Paragraph III. 2 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive 

j Arms, which paragraph he and Graybeal had previously discussed 

■ and which Graybeal had touched upon on June 17. 

•j 

j Ustinov said that he was instructed by Moscow to inform 

| ' Graybeal of the Soviet Government's proposed formulation for 

j Paragraph III. 2 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 
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He then read and handed to Mr. Graybeal a Working Document of the 
Soviet Component containing that formulation (Attachment No. 1). 

Commissioner Graybeal said that in principle the Soviet - 
proposed wording was acceptable to the US Component. He proposed 
that the phrase "or destruction" be inserted between the words 
"dismantling" and "of replaced submarines" in the first sentence. 
He also clarified that the word "plants" , which had appeared 
in the context of SCC-III negotiations for the first time, () was 
synonymous with the US-proposed wording--"ma jor shipyards. 

General Ustinov agreed that it would be possible to insert 
the phrase "or destruction" in the document on which the Commis- 
sioners were working. He also agreed that the Soviet words for 
"plants" and "shipyards" were synonymous with each other and 
equivalent to the US phrase "major shipyards." 

Mr. Graybeal then stated that he could agree to the wording 
proposed by the Soviet side as amended by him. 

General Ustinov said that inasmuch as the US side had agreed 
to the above wording for Paragraph III. 2* he had instructions to 
inform Graybeal of a second matter. Ustinov had been instructed 
by the Soviet Government to initial, here in Geneva., the Protocols 
and Procedures ' for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems 
,and Their Components, so that these documents could be signed in 
’Moscow during the forthcoming Summit Meeting. 

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov and confirmed, his agreement to 
Paragraph III. 2 with the minor modifications which Graybeal had 
proposed. He added that this agreement to Paragraph III. 2 was 
reached with the understanding for the record that the Atlantic 
Coast area of the United States included the Gulf Coast area, and 
that this is understood by both the Commissioners. He concluded 
that he was prepared to initial the four documents as soon as 
the typing was completed of the as yet non-conformed portion of 
the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures. 

General Ustinov proposed that the sides complete the neces- 
sary typing at their respective Missions and that the US Component 
return to the Soviet Mission at 0130 hours on June 19 to initial 
the four documents . 

Mr. Graybeal agreed. 
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Mr. Karpov stated that, in looking at the sample final 
pages for the Protocols which the US Component had furnished 
to Mr. Yereskovsky on' June 17, he had noticed that the US- 
proposed format did not contain a signature block for the 
respective Commissioners. He asked whether the US Component 
had received instructions from Washington to delete these 
signature blocks-. 

. Mr, Graybeal answered in the negative. He said that the 
US side had followed the procedure set by Ambassador Smith and 
Minister Semenov when they initialed the text of the "Measu-es 
Agreement" in Helsinki in 1971. 

Mr. Karpov stated that, since neither Component apparently 
had received instructions from its Government to delete the 
signature blocks on the two Protocols, the Soviet Component 
wanted to propose that the signature blocks be shown on the 
texts which were to be initialed. 

-Mr. Graybeal agreed, but emphasized that in so doing the 
Commissioners would not be prejudging who would actually sign 
the documents in Moscow. 

General Ustinov agreed, and adjourned the meeting. 


Meeting, June 19, 1974 
(0145 to 0315 hours) 

At 0145 hours, FitzGerald, accompanied by DeSimone and 
Arensburger, met at the Soviet Mission with Yereskovsky, 
Kuznetsov, Marchuk, and Korobchenko. They conformed the 
English and Russian language versions of the new page 4 of the 
™ 0t 2 C ° ls > as wel1 as Paragraphs III. 2, 3, 4, and 9 and Section 
17 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. At 0215 
hours they were joined by the other US and Soviet participants 
for the final meeting of the SCC. 


Commissioner Ustinov declared the final meeting of SCC-III 
open, commenting that it was taking place at a most unusual time 
He suggested that he and Graybeal, according to the agreement 
between them, proceed with initialing the documents which had 
been prepared. 


Commissioner Graybeal said he agreed completely with 
Ustinov's suggestion. 
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Graybeal and Ustinov then initialed the Protocols and 
Procedures for strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and 
their components, and . exchanged the appropriate original copies 
in English and Russian (Attachments Nos. 2, 3* 4, and 5)* 

Mr. Graybeal then made a prepared statement (Attach- 
ment No . 6 ) . 

General Ustinov then delivered his prepared statement 
(Attachment No. 7). 

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov, and said he shared the views 
Ustinov had expressed concerning the work accomplished by the 
Deputy Commissioners, Executive Secretaries, interpreters, and 
all the members of both Components of the SCC. He added that it 
was interesting to note that the success of our work was so 
similarly reflected in the statements he and Ustinov had made, 
and said he thought this reflected, in turn, the degree of success 
we had achieved through direct and frank exchanges at all levels 
with an understanding of the views of the other side, an attri- 
bute which he thought would serve us well in future SCC sessions. 

With respect to press releases, he said that he had a copy 
of the press release the US side intended to make tomorrow, which 
had already been discussed between our Executive Secretaries and 
Deputy Commissioners (Attachment No. 8). It contained no men- 
tion of the Procedures or of our work at .SCC-III, but simply 
noted the closing of this SCC session along with the comment we 
normally included concerning the scope and purpose of the SCC. 
Graybeal concluded by noting -that we intended to tell our press 
representative, and he thought the Soviet side would agree, that 
we had had a one-hour meeting on June 18 and a two-hour meeting 
on June 19* without any reference to the time of day that these 
had taken place. In this way we intended to avoid any specula- 
tion concerning the nature of these meetings based on the unusual 
hours at which they had taken place . 

General Ustinov said that the Soviet side's press release 
would conform with the description Graybeal had just provided of 
the press release the US side intended to make, and also contain 
a comment concerning our agreement on the opening date of the 
next SCC session. 

Mr. Graybeal said he agreed. 

General Ustinov asked whether the US side had anything to 
add at this closing meeting. 
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Mr. Graybeal said he thought not, but he did. want to express 
his great appreciation to the Soviet side for the timely calling 
of our meetings tonight. 

General Ustinov said that in that case he personally, along 
with Mr. Karpov and all the members of the Soviet Component, 
wanted to wish Graybeal bon voyage and a happy landing in Wash- 
ington. He then said that with Graybeal' s consent, he would like 
to declare this final meeting of SCC-III closed, and invite the US 
Component to mark the occasion with a glass of champagne. 


Attachments : 

1. Soviet Working Document on Para. III. 2, Offensive 
Procedures 

2. Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, US Version, 
English Text 

3. Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, US Version, 
Russian Text 

4 . Procedures for ABM Systems, US Version, English Text 
5* Procedures for ABM Systems, US Version, Russian Text 

6. Graybeal Statement 

7. Ustinov Statement 

8. Press Release of US Component of the SCC for June 19, 1974 


Drafted 



PDeSimone : bd 


i 

Approve 


Uk— 

aj by : SNGraybeal 
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«r 

Official Translation 

Working Document of the 
Soviet SCC Component 
June l8, 1974 


Dismantling of replaced submarines shall be . 
accomplished only at plants (shipyards) which 
carry out construction and repair of submarines, 
and which are situated on the Northern and 
Pacific coasts of the USSR and on the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts of the continental part of the USA. 
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Attachment No. 2 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROTOCOL 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT., DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation 
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of 
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
Offensive Arms of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, 
and the Agreed Statements regarding that Agreement, the 
Parties thereto have within the framework of the Standing 
Consultative Commission agreed upon procedures governing 
replacement, dismantling or destruction, and notification 
thereof, for strategic offensive arms limited by that 
Interim Agreement, as formulated in the Attachment hereto 
which constitutes an integral part of this Protocol. 


The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines : 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to 
systems to be ’’replaced and dismantled or destroyed 
pursuant to the provisions of the Interim Agreement; 

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic 

missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile submarines 
and submarine —launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers 
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IV of the 
Interim Agreement^ the Protocol thereto^ and applicable 
Agreed Statements; " 

3* Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
/ 

launchers and associated facilities and for ballistic- 
missile submarines and SI.BM launchers shall ensure that 
they would be put in a condition that precludes the 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs^ 
respectively; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time 
of those units would not be substantially less than the 
time required for new construction; and shall preclude 
unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 
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4. Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based 

ICBM launchers as well as for ballistic-missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers ; 

Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can 
be accomplished by national technical means in accordance 
with Article V of the Interim Agreement; 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at 
land-based ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at 
the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes hot 
inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agreement 
and the Protocol thereto; 

7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
of launchers on which dismantling- or destruction has 
been completed and is in process, and of the number of 
launchers used for replacement; and 
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile 
submarines which are under construction simultaneously 
shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal ■ 
construction schedule. A normal, construction schedule 
is understood to be one consistent with the past or 
present construction practices of each Party. 

This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and 
remain in force for the duration of the Interim Agreement, 
and may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission 
as it deems appropriate. 

Done at Moscow on 1974, in two copies, 

each in the English and Russian languages, both texts 
being equally authentic. 


Commissioner, 
United States of 
America 



Commissioner, 

Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics 

Geneva 

June 19, 1974 
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ATTACHMENT 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT , DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


I. General 


1 . Within the limits of the levels established for 
each Party, . launchers for land-based intercontinental 
ballistic missiles ^ICBMs ) of older types, deployed prior 
to 19 ^ 4 , launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear- 
powered submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic 
missiles on diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers 
for ballistic missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


2 . Modern submarine -launched ballistic missiles are: 
for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear- 
powered submarines j for the Soviet Union, missiles of the 
type installed in nuclear-powered submarines made 
operational since 1965; and for both Parties, submarine - 
launched ballistic missiles first flight-tested since 
1965 and installed in any submarine, regardless of type. 
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3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on 
diesel submarines may not be used for the replacement 
purposes provided for in the Protocol to the Interim 
Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation 
of Strategic Offensive Arms. 

4 . - Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers 
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 
of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of 
any of the actions in Section II below shall constitute 
initiation of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM 
launcher. Initiation of any of the actions in Section III 
below shall constitute initiation of dismantling or 
destruction of a ballistic -missile submarine or SLBM 
launcher . 


5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall be the date on which 
such a submarine first- operates under its own power away 
from the harbor or port in which the construction or 
fitting out of the submarine was performed. 


6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on 
submarines/ being replaced, shall be given by the Parties 
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twice annually at the beginning of regular sessions of 
the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the- 
actual status as of the beginning of that session of 
the Commission and covering the period since the last 
report in the Commission. The notification shall contain 

(a) the number and type of ICBM launchers 
(soft or silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to 
1964, and the number of launchers for ballistic 
missiles on submarines, on which dismantling or 
destruction has been completed and is in process; 

0 >) the number of launchers for ballistic 
missiles on replacement submarines which have 
begun sea trials; and 


(c) the number of ICBM launchers and launchers 
for ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the 
number dismantled or destroyed, which have been 
replaced by launchers for ballistic missiles on 
modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


7 . Each Party may on a voluntary basis add other 
information to the notifications if it considers such 
information necessary to assure confidence in compliance 
with the obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement. 


MS 
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II . Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land- 
Based ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 

1. In all cases the following actions shall be 
accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply 
of missiles and their components, warheads , and 
mobile equipment; and 

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, 
erecting and handling equipment, and propellant- 
handling equipment, associated with the launcher 
and located at the launch site, and removal of all 
dismantled equipment from the launch site. Launch 
equipment is understood to be systems, components, 
and instruments required to launch a missile. 

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition 
to the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following 
actions shall be performed: 

(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the 
launch stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and 
missile launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made 
unusable by dismantling or destruction; 

SECRET 
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(o) ,-fuel storage tanks shall he dismantled 
and removed from the launch site; and 

d 

(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads 
and of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and 
thd fuel storage tank foundations may be removed, 
and, after six months, the places where they were 
located may be covered with earth. 

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following 
actions shall be performed: 

(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas 
ducting, launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be 
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components 
shall be removed from the launch site; and 

0>) after the a'ctions provided for in sub- 
paragraph (a) above have been accomplished, the 
• silos shall remain open for a period of six months, 
after which they may be filled with earth. 

\ 

4. : After dismantling or destruction has been 
accomplished in accordance with the above procedures, 
facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites shall not be 

</.*/ 
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used for storage, support., or launch of ICBMs but may, 
at the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes 
not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim • 
Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 
after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 

Ill . Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of 

Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers 

Replaced by New Ballistic-Missile Submarines and 

/ 

SLBM Launchers 

1. The following procedures, to be performed in 
the open, from which each Party may choose, are acceptable 
for dismantling or destruction of ballistic -missile 
submarines and SLBM launchers: 

(a) scrapping the submarine and its launchers. 
Scrapping shall involve extensive disassembly ; 

(b) removing the submarine’s missile section; 

(c) dismantling of ballistic-missile launchers 
on older nuclear-powered submarines on which the 
upper parts of missile launch tubes protrude into 

SECRET u 
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the fairwater may' also be accomplished by removing 
the missile launch tubes together with the fairwater 
and those parts of the outer hull and pressure hull 
above the missile section which contain all of the 
penetrations for the missile launch tubes. 

The pressure hull and outer hull may be 
restored by welding into place new sections without 
missile launch tube penetrations or missile hatches. 
The sail and deck may be modified in such a way 
that the submarine remains seaworthy. 

2. Dismantling or destruction of replaced 

f 

submarines shall be accomplished only at plants 
(shipyards) which carry out construction and repairs 
of submarines, and which are situated on the Northern 
and Pacific coasts of the USSR and on the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts of the continental part of the USA. 

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube 
hatches shall be left open throughout the entire 
period of dismantling, and missiles and missile- 
launching equipment shall be removed. 

SECRET 
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4. Any of the foregoing actions shall he completed 
no later than Six months after the replacement 
submarine begins sea trials. 

XV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile 
Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 

In the event that a ballistic -missile submarine is 
lost at sea or disabled beyond repair ^ such a submarine 
may be replaced by another ballistic -missile submarine 
in accordance with the following: 

(a) notification of the loss or disablement 
shall be made to the other Party in the Standing 
Consultative Commission; 

(b) the number of launchers on the replacement 
ballistic -missile submarine shall not cause the 
total number of launchers to exceed that authorized 
in the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 
and 


(c) the disabled ballistic -missile submarine 
shall be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with 
Section III of these Procedures. 

<JJ. 

SECRET 
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Attachment No. 3 


Procedures for 
Strategic Offensive Arms 
Initialed Text 
June 19 , 197^ 


C e k p e t h 0 


nO OTOHHHAfl KOHCyJiBTATHBHAfl KOMMCCMH 
nPOTOKOJl 

npouE®ypu, PEryjiMpyioiJii/iE 3AMEny , aemohtai hjim ymroiEHME 

M yBEZ(OMJIEHi/IE 0 HMX, flJlH CTPATEPMHECKMX HACTyilATEJlBilhlX 

BOOPySEHMM 


B COOTBGTCTBMM C IIOJIOaCGHMHMM H B OCyiliGCTBJIGHHG BpGMGHHOrO 
COraaillGHHH MGHfly COGflHHGHHbJMH UlTQTaMH AMGPHKK H COI030M COBGT- 
ckmx CoiiMajiMCTiwecKMx PGcnydjiHK 0 HGKOToptix MGpax B 0(5jiaCTM 
orpamwenMH CTpaTGrMHGCKMx HacTynaTGjiBHbix BOopyacGiraM ot 26 Man 
1972 ro.a,a, IlpcTOKOJia k HCMy, a tskscg CorjiacoBaHHtix saHBJieHMM b 
CBH 3M c 3 thm CorxaiiiGHMGM ynacTByioiUMe b hmx Ctopohh, b paMKax 

llOOTOHHHOM KOHCyjIBTa TMBH0M KOMMCCMH, COTJia CMJIMCB 0 npOpe,Z[ypdX 3 
pGryjIHpyiOlUMX 3aMGHy, fleMOHTaSC MJIM yHMHTOSC'CHMG M yBeflOMJieHHG 0 
HMX, GTpaTGrMMGCKHX HaCTynaiGJIBHLIX BOOpyjKGHMfi, OrpaHMHGHHHX 

3TMM BpGMGI'IHbM COrjiaiUGHMGM , K&K OHM C$OpMyJIMpOBaHbI B ripMJIGJKGIIMM 
K HaCTOHUGMy IlpOTOKOJiy, KOTOpOG HBJIHGTCfl IIG OTBGMJIGMOM H3CTBK) 

3T0r0 ripOTOKOJia. 

.CTopoHbi corjiacMjiMCB ranate o c.7io#yioiiiHx o<5mMx pyKOBO,nflinMx 
nOBOJKGHMHX: 

1. IIpHjiaraeMbiG npouc^pn iipmmghhiotch tojibko b othouighmm 
C pG^CBB, 3aMGHHGMbIX M ^.GIvlOHTMpyGMblX MJIM yHMHTOJKa GMHX B COOTBGT— 
CTBMM 0 nOJIOHCGHHHMH BpGMGHHOrO COPJiaiilG HMH $ 

2. ' Jliodan 3aMGHa nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK MGamoHTMHGHTajiiHbix 
6aJIJIMCTHHGCKHX paKGT (MBP) MJIH nOSBOflHblX MOflOK C <5a JIJIMC TMHGCICMMH 
P3KGT3MM M nyCKOBbIX yCTSHOBOK daJIJIMCTMHGCKMX paKGT nOSBOflHbDC 
JIOflOK (BP lift) OCymGCTBMHGTCH Ha OCHOBaHMM CTaTGM 111 M iy BpGMGH- 
HOrO COrMamGHMH, llpOTOKOJia K IIGMy, a T3KKG COOTBGTC TByiOlUHX 

CorjiacoBaHiibix 3aHBJiGHMii; 

CeicpeTHo 
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3. IJpoitesypu fleMOHTaaa mjim yHMHTOseiiHH nycKOBbix yciaHOBOK 
MEP H OTHOCHIIplXCH K HHM COOpyaeHHft, a TaK»e nOflBO^HHX JlOflOK c 
(Ja'juiHCTH^ecKHMH pane t atm h nyoKOBux ycTaiiOBOK EP njl odecncqM- . 
Baroi npHBefleHne hx b cocTOHHHe, MCKjnoqaiomee bosmojkhoctb McnojiB- 
30B8HMH MX tfJIfl nyCKOB 0 0 OTB 6 TC TB G H*H 0 MLP MJIM EP M J OdecneHMBa- 
K3T B03M05KH0CTB OdbiapySiCeHHH nOBTOpHOrO paSBepTbEBaHHH flSMOHTMpO- 
B8HHHX MJIM yHM l IT03K6HHHX GflUHim HapHOHaJIBHbIMM TGXHH^eCKMMM 
cpeflCTBaMH; hbjihiotch t 8 kmmm, hto bpomh , HeodxoflMMoe sjih noBTop- 
HOTO pa 3B0pTbIBaKMH 3THX e#HHMH, He dbfflO <5bl 3HaHMTejlBH0 MeHBiiie, 
H6M BpeiiH, HeoCxoflHMoe ,zi;jih HOBoro cTpoMTejiBCTBa; a Tanae 
MCKJiioHaioT ne onpaB.ua HHtie 3aaepaKH b aewoHTaae mjim yHHHTOaeHHM; 


4. IIpoueflypH aeMOHTaaa mjim yHHHToaeHMH $opMyjmpyioTCH 
OTaejIBHO flJIH H'e3aiHMmeHHLIX M fljm UiaXTHblX nyCKOBblX yCTSHOBOK JVlJBP 

•■HaaeMHoro dasHpoBaHHH, a Tarae ajih nopBopHiix jioaok c o'aJijmcTH- 
qecKHMH paiieTaMM h nycKOBbix ycxaHOBOK EP IUI; 

5. npopesypu saucHu h aeMOHTaaca hum y h mh t.ojk e h hh odecneqM- 

BaiOT B03M0JKH0C TB C00TBGTC TByiOIHerO KOHTpOJIfl HaiJHOHaJIBHMMM Tex- 

HHHecKMMH cpeflCTBaMM b cooTBeTCTBMH co CTaTBeM y BpeweHHoro 
corjiaiueHMH; 

6. Ilocjie fleMOHTaaa mjim ymwTOKeHMH, npoBeaeHHoro b cootbct- 
ctbhh c npMjiaraeMbiiviM II pope ay pa mm, coopyxeHiM, ocTaiomMecH Ha 
CTapTOBbix no3MpMHx MEP Ha3eMHoro da3MpoBaHHfi, a Tanae nopBopHtie 
jio&kh woryT no ycMOTpennio CTopoii wcnojiL30BaTi>CH ajih pejien, 

He npoTMBopenaiuMx nojiosceHHHM BpeMeanoro corjianieHMH h IIpoiOKOjia 
k HeMy; 


7. IIocpepcTBOM cBoeBpeMeHHux m cooTBeicTByiomMx npopeayp 
Ctopohh yBeflOMJimoT ppyr ppyra o KOJinnecTBe h TMne nycKOBbix 
ycTanoBOK, Ha kotoplix ^euoHraa mjim. ymwToxeHHe 3aBepweHti w 
HaxopnTCH b cTapMM ocymecTBJieHMn , a Taiose o KOjmqecTBe nycKOBbix 
ycranoBOK, HcnojiBSOBaHHux sjih aanieHu; h 



C e k p e t h o 



Approved For Release 2004/01/21 :CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 





Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435Afl004000i 0001-2 


3. 

8, Koxmhsctbo noflBOflHHX jiosok c CajumcTH^eoKHMii paneTaMH, 
OflHOBpeMemio HaxoMHxcH b nooTpofixe h npeflHa3Ha^eHHbK b 
K a^ecTBe sawem*, He tfyaei npeBHiiiaTL xojiiwecTBa, coBMeoTHMoro 
C HOpMa/IBIiblM rpa^MKOIvi CTpOHTejIBCTBa. nofl HOpwaXBHHM rpa$HKOM 
CTpOMTejIBCTBa nOHHMaeTOH rpa$HK, COBMeCTHMHfi C npOlIIJIOfi HJI M 
HHiieiiiHeM npaiiTHKOw cTpomejiBCTBa y xascfloll M3 Ctopoh. 

HacTonipft ripoTOKOji a npujiaraeMbie npoiieaypii BCTynaioT b 
OKJ iy C M0M6HT3 IlO.ZI.nHCaHHH flaHHOPO ripOl’OKOJia H OCTaiOTCH B CHJie 
Ha nepaofl- seiicTBHH BpewenHoro corjianientiH, k nocpOHHHan 
KOHCyjIBTaTHBHafl KOMHCCHH M0K6T 110 CBOeiJV yCMOTpSHHlO BHOCHTB B 

hhx nonpaBKH. 

CoBepiueHO 1974 ro;o;a b ropoae Mockbg b ffByx 

8K36MIUIflpax, KaiKflLlK Ha aHrJIHflCKOM H pyCCKOM H3HK3X* npilHSlv] 
o(5a TeKCTa HwemT ojnHHaxoByjo cnjiy. 


ripe^cTaBHTejiB 
CoeflHHeHHHX liliaTOB 
AMepHKH 



IlpeflCTaBKTejiB 

COl 03 a COB 0 TOKHX CoUHaflHCTHqeCKHX 

Pecnydjunc 

<jM. 


leHeBa 



hjohh 1974 ro^a 
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CeKpeTHO 


rraOKBHHE 


nOCTOflHHAfl KOHCyJILTATMBHAfl KOMMCCMfl 

UPOUE^yPH, PEPyJlMPyiOlUME SAMEHy , flEMOHTAI MJ1E yHMTOEEHHE 
M yBE^OMJIEHME 0 HEX. AM CTPATE 1 MECKMX HACTyilATEJiLHbiX 

JBOOPyiEHHB 


X* Ogcijje 


X, XIjih 33mohu na nycKOBue vctshobkh GaJiJiHCTiwecKHx panel 
oospeMeiiHHx qtomhhx hosbo^hlix JiOflOK, b npejejiax ypoBHePi, ycia- 
HOBJI0HHHX ftJIH KaaflOfi M3 CTOpOH, MOryT MCn0BB30BaTBCH nyCKOBiie 
ycsaiiOBKH Me^KOHTHneHTajiBHbix 6a jijimc THH ecKHX panel (MEP) Haseii- 
Horo da3HpoBaHHH CTapBix tmiiob , pa3B6pHyTHx ao 1964 ro,a;a, nycico- 
BH6 yOTaHOBKH 0aJIJIMCTMHeCKMX panel JIIO0UX aiOMHHX nOSBOflHbIX 
JIOflOK, a T3K31C6' nyCKOBHG yCTailOBKM COBpeMeHHMX GaMHCTMqeCKMX 
paKeT.HH3©JI£HHX nOSBOflHbIX JIOflOK. 

Z, COBpeweHHHMH daJIJlHC TMM6CKMMH paKeTaMH IIOflSOflHblX JI 030 K 
CHMTaioTCHj ajm CoeflMHQHHHx luraioB - paneTH, ycraHOBjieHHHe 11 a 
Bcex aTOMHHx noflBOflHux jiosnax; ajjh CoBsicKoro Cox)3a - panem 
Toro Tuna, Koiopue yciaHOBjiGHH na aiOMHHx no^BO^HHX jio^Kax, 
BBe^emibix b 6oeBoM cocTaB nocjie 1965 ro^a; a Tanace ajih o0ewx 
Ctopoh - 0a jijiMCTMHecKMe paxerbi nosBOSHbix jio#ok, BnepBbie npornes- 
ume jieTHbie HcnuTamifl nocjie 1965 ro#a m ycTaHOBjieHHHS Ha jxio 0 om 
npflBOflHOM jioflKe He33BMCMM0 ot ee Tuna. 


3, IlycKOBbie ycTaHOBKH CTapux 0ajuiHCTHHecKHx panel Ha &h- 
3ejiBHbix noflBOflHbix jioflKax He MOryT McnoBB30BaTBCH fljifl uejieM 
3aMeHu,' npeaycbioTpeHHHx IIpotokojiom k BpeMeHHOMy corjiaiaeHHio o 
HenoTopbix Mepax b odaaciM orpaHHHOHMH CTpaTerMHecKHx HacTynare/iB 
HbIX BOOpyjiteHHK. 


4. JtewoiiTaxc mjim .yHH^ToaeHne 3aMeHneMHX nycicoBHx yciaHOBOK 
HaHHuaei'CH He no3#Hee aarbi Hanajia Mopexo^Hux McnbiiaHHft noflBOflHow 
jioflKM , npe^Ha3naHGHHoM b nanecTBe saueHu. Hana/ioM seMOHTaaa urn 
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2 . 


ymraToseHHH nycKOBOM "ycranoBKH MBP abjihctch nanajio BtinojiHGHHJi 
jnotforo M3 Meponpi/iHTMM 5 yKasaHiiiix HMiice b Pa3flejie II. HanajiOM ae- 
MOHTajsa MJIH yHMHTOHCeHHH nOSBO^HOM JIOHKM C < 5 aJIJIMCTMqeCKHMH paws- 
£8 mm jim( 5 o nycKOBOM ycTaHOBKM EP nJL abjihctch Hanajio BturojiHeuMB 
jnotforo M3 MeponpHHTHfi, yKa 3 aiiHHx hhjkg b Pasaejie lil. 

5 . HanajiOM MopexoflHnx HcnmaHufi noflBOflHotf jioakm c tfajumcTH- 
hgckhmm paKeTaMH, npeflHasiianeHHoM b KaqeciBe 3aMenn, hejihgtch 
flaia, Kor^a Tanaa no#BO,ziHafl xo^Ka BnepBbie coBepmaeT njiaBanno 
cbomm xo,zi;om Bue raBauM mjih nopTa, r#e npoM3BO,z[MjiHCB nocTpo&ca 
mjih ocHamenwe no;po;zinoli jioskh. 


6, yBeaoMjieHMe o aeMOHiaata hjih ymwToacsHHM saMOHHGMwx 
nycKOBHx ycTaHOBOK MBP h nycKOBBK ycTanoBOK 0ajuiHCTHqecKMx 
paneT noflBOflHux jiojiok npoM3B03MTCfl CTopoHaMH flBa pa 3a b ro,zi b 
• Hanajie peryjinpHHx cocchm IIoctohhiiom KoiicyjiBTaTHBHoM komhcchh no 
, ^aKTMqecicoMy coctohhhio Ha Hanajio ^aHHoM ceccHH Komhcchh 3a 
nepnofl co spoMOHH nocjie^Hero yBeflOMJieiiHH, npeacTaBjieHHoro b 
Komhcchh. B yBe#OMJienMH yKa3HBaioTCHi 

a) KQJIMHGCTBO M THn nyCKOBLJX yCTaHOBOK ivIBP (HOsaUHlUCHHafl 
MXH maxTHafl nycKOBan ycTaHOBKa MBP) , pa3BepnyTbix ao 1964 ro^a, 

M KOJIMH0CTBO nyCKOBMX yCTaHOBOK (5a jmHCTMqeCKMX paKCi nOflBOflHblX 
JlOflOK, Ha KOTOPHX flCMOHTas HJIM yHHHTOJKOHHS 3aBepill6HH H HaXOflflTCH 
B CTaflMH OCymeCTBJICHHfl; 

I>) kojimhgctbo nycKOBtix ycTaHOBOK 6a jijiHCTHqecKHx panel Ha 
noflBOflHHx Jio^Kax, KOTopbie nanajiH Mopexo^Hbie HCHbiraHHH h npe#- 
Ha3HaneHH b nanecTBe saMeHu; h 

c) KOJIMHGCTBO nyCKOBLIX yCTaHOBOK MBP H nyCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK 
dajijiHCTHHecKMx paneT riOflBoaHhix jio,zi;ok H 3 nncjia se mo htmpob an hhx 

MJIH yHMHTOUCe HHMX j KOTOpne 0LUIM HCn0JIL30B3HH flJIfl 33MeHH Ha 

nycKOBLie yCTaHOBKH tfajumcTitqecKHx paiceT cobp 6M0 hhhx aroMHMx 
nOflBOflHHX JlOftOK. 


7. Kaacflan Ciopona MOaceT Ha ,b;o(5pobojibhoM ocHOBe sonojiiiHTB 

yBeflOMJIOHHH flpyrHMH CBejICHMHMM , eCJIH OHa COHTSTj HTO OHM iieodxo- 
■flHMM sjih otfecneneiiMn yBepeiinocTH b bhiiojihghmh npHHHTtix no Bpe- 


MCHHOMy COrjiaUieHHIO 0(5fl3aTejIBCTB. 
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n* PpouegyPH geMPH Tgaa hjih yHMHT0>:c6HMfl nycKOBBix 
ycTanoEOK iviLT Ha 36MHoro oTsi-i poBaHHa,' aaMOHHeMbi x 
nyc KOBhii.ii'i yoTaKQBkaijH £P~T1X ~ 

1. Bo bcgx' cjiynanx npn npoBe^eHMH flcworiTaHca hum yHMniojEGHHH 

BbHIOJIHfllOTCH cjiGaymniG MeponpHHTHfK 

a) ysa^ieHMe oo cTapTOBOit iioskhhh 3anaca paiccr m hx KOMno- 
HeHTOB, rcjiOBHtix HacTeM h noflBMacrioro odopyflOBaHMa; h 

X>) aeMOHTaxc CTaHMOHapHoro nycKOBoro o dopy sob anna, nosBOMiio- 
ipaHcnopTnoro odopysoBaHMH h 3anpaBOHHoro odopysoBaHMH, CBH3a h— 
Horo c nycKOBoM ycTanoBKOM h HaxoflHmerocH Ha CTapTOBOM no3HitfiH, 
a TaK^e ysaneimo Bcero seMOHTMpoBaHHoro odopyao£aHK 5 i co ciapTO- 
boM n03HHHM o nofl nycKOBbiM odopysoBai-meM noiiHMaioTCH chctgmh, 
KOMnoHGiiTLi h npndopbij HeodxosMMbie sjih npoBs^GHHH nycKa paiCeTblo 

2. B othChighmm HGsaujKiUGHHbix CTapTOBbix no3Mu;MM b sonojniGHKe 
'K MepOnpHflTHHM, nGpGHHCJIGHIIblM B IiyHKTG I, OCyiUGCTBHHIOTCH CTiesyiO- 

li{MG MGpOnpMHTMH l 

a) ynaciKH CTapTOBbix nnomasoic snaweTpoM no mghbiiig0 Mepe b 
20 MeTpOB C HGHTpOMj HaXO^fllUHMCH Ha CTapTOBOM CTOJIG, H nyHKTH 
(dymcepH) ynpaBjicHMH nycKOM paKGT npMBOSHTca b HGiipwrosHoe sjih 

MCnOJIBSOBaHMH COCTOHHHG IiyTGM flGMOHTajKa MJIM pa3py])ieiiHH J 

B) eMKOCTH SJIfl XpaHGHMfl T0njIMB3 SCMOHTMpyiOTCH H y^a JIHIOTCH 
CO CTapTOBOM nOSHHHM; H 

c) odjiOMKM pa3pyineHHbix ynacTKOB CTapTOBbix nnomasoK h nyHKTOB 
(dyHKepoB) ynpaBjieHMH nycKOM paneT, a TaKxce $yHsaMGHTH gmkoctgM 
SJiH xpaHGHHH TonnHBa MoryT dbiTB y^ajiGHbi, a no MCTenGHMH higctm 
M eCHHGB MGCTa 5 TflG OHH HaXOflHJIHC £ , MOryT 0LITB 3 aCbfflaHbI 3 GMJIGM, 

3. B OTHOIUGHHH lliaXTHbIX CTapTOBbIX n03HUHil, B SOnOJlHGHMe K 
MCpOnpHHTHHM , nGpGHMC JIGUHbIM B nyHKTG I, OCyiUGCTBJIHlOTCfl CJIGSyiO- 
nine m cponpMHTMH t 

a) 3aiHHTHbIG KpbllllH U13XT , pCJIBCLI 3amHTHbIX KpWffl, ra30OTB0flHbie 
Kana/ibi, niaxTHbie cTaKaiibi h orojiOBicn rnaxT scMOHTMpyioTCH hjih 
yHHHTOHaiOTCH, a J16 M 0 H T Mp OB 3 H H bIG KOMnOHGHTbl ySaJIfiJOTCH CO CTapTO- 
BOVl n03HH,HH; M p 
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4. 

1)) nocjie npoBe^enMH weponpHHTKfl, npejnycaoipeHHiix BHiiie b 
noflnyHKie s, a l! , uiaxibi .ociaBJimoTCH otkphthmh b TeneiiHe uiecm 
wecHneB, nocae nero MoryT dbiTB 3actinaHu seMJiefi. 

4, rioGJin ocymecTBjienHH ^euoHTaaa kjim yHMHTOsceHMH b coot- 
BeTCTBHH c BmueyKa 3a hhhm h npoueaypaMM coopyacemiH, ocTaiomHocH Ha 

CTapTOBfclX n03HU,HHX IViBP, He HCnOJlB3yiOTCH flXfl xpaHGHHH j. OdCSyHH- 
BaiiMH mjih nycKa MBP, ho Moryi no ycMOTpeHHio Ctopoh McnojiBsoBaTB- 
ca sjih upjieM, ne npoTMBopenainMx nojioaeHiwM BpeMCHHoro corjiauie- 
HHfl ‘ M IIpOTQKOJia k Hewy. 


5. flejMOHiaa hjim yuKqrojKeHHe BaweimeMbix nycKOBux ycTanoBOK 
MBP 3aBepuiaeTcn He no3ae 5 neM nepe3 neTupe Mecnna nocjie Havana 
MopexoflHBix HontiTaimw noflBOflHofl jioflKH, npeflHa3HaneHHoM b KanecTBe 
SaMSHH. 

111. riponejypbi aeMOHTaata mm ynmiTOffenHE nosBoa nbix jiosok 
c Oa jkq h c t h h e c i cii ;, i h pa aeTauH m_ nycKOBbix ycxaKOBOK BF7IJI, 
3a^eHfle;-ibix hob ki jM n ogBoaH^H aosxauH c OasjiKC tmh6ckm— 
mm paKOTaiviH h~ nycKQBbibiH ycTaHQBnabiH UP iui 

I. fljiH aeMOHTajKa mjim ynunT one hhh nosBOSHbix jiosok c dajuiHc- 
TH^ecKKUH paiieiaMH m nycKOBbix yciaHOBOK BP M npHeiuieMiniH hbjih- 
iotch cnesyiomne npouesypn, ocymecTBBHeMHe nos otkphthm HedOM, 

M 3 KOTOpbIX Ka^flan M3 Ctopoh MOaei flejiaTB Bbldop: 

a) npeBpamenne b Meiajmosoiv] nosBCSHoM soskm m ee nycKOBbix 
yciaHOBOK. UpeBpametme b weiassosoM npesycMaipMBaeT KanmajiBHyio 
pa 3 < 5 opKy; 


!D) yaajieHwe paKeiHoro OTceKa nosBOsnoM jio^kh ; 


c) aeMOHTaa nycKOBbix yciaHOBOK dajianciMHecKnx paKeT CTapbix 
aiOMHHx nosBOsHbix sosok, y KOTopbix BepxHMe nacTH paKeiHbix nycKo- 
Bbix liiaxT BbixoflHT b orpaasenMo uiaxT, MoaeT ocymeciBSHTBCH laKae 
nyieM chhthh paKemux nycKOBiix maxi Bwecie c orpaaseHHeM uiaxT m 
ieMM nacTAMM serKoro k npoHHoro KopnycoB Has paKenibiM orceicoM, 
b Koiopux HaxosHTcn bcg BHxoflu paiceTHbix nycKOBbix waxT. 


IlpoHHbiM Kopnyc m jierKMM Kopnyc MoryT ohtb BOCCTaHOBseiiH 
nyTGM BBapMBaHMH HOBbDC CeKHMM, He Htieromux BbIXOSOB paKeTHUX nyCKO- 
bhx rnaxT m paneiHux jiiokob. OrpajsseHwe pydKM m najiyda MoryT dbiiB 
m osm$m pupoB a hh TaKHM odpa 30 M, modbi coxpa hhjimcl MopexosHbie 
KanecTBa nosBOsnoM jiosicm, ^ ,/ 
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2 # fleMomas hjih yHHqTOaceHHG saMGHHGMux noflBOflHtix jiosok 
npOHBBOflHTCa TOJIBKO Ha 3aB0SaX (Bep^HX), OCymeCTBJlfllOmHX CTPO- 
HTGJIBCTBO H pCMOHT nO/LBOftHHX JlOflOK H paCHOJlOJKeiiHLlX Ha CeBepHOM 
H THXO OK e a HC K OM HOdepejKBHX CCCP K ATJIQHTHHeCKOM H TMXOOKeaHCKOM 
nOdepesCBHX KOHTHHGHTaJLbHOB H 3 CTH CILIA. 

3. npw jho6om H 3 BapwaKTOB aeMOHTasa jiiokm nycKOBHX rnaxT 
ocTaioTCH otkphthmh b TenenMC Bcero' nepHOfla fleMOHTaia , a panem 
h oOopyflOBaHHG fljifl nycKa paneT ysanaioTCH. 

4 . Jliodoe M3 yKa3aHHHx bliiho McponpHHTHft saBepmaeToji ho 
no3?xe, qeM qepe3 mecTB mgchhob nocjie Banana MopexoflHHx KcnbiTaHiiM 
noflBOflHofl jioflKH, npeflHasHa^eHHott b KanecTBe aaMcim. 

iy. IIpOUeayPH 33MGHBI nOTtBOflHOfi JIOflKH C 6 aJJJI MC TMHCC KMMM 

paKGTaT sK , norH Oineii b Mope hjih' nojiynHBiiiel noBpeKgenge , 
MCKjiioqaloiMoe ' peMonf 

B tom cji’ynae, ecjin noflBOflHan jioflKa c daJiJiHCTMnecKHMM 
< 'paKGTaMH rndneT B .Mope hjih nonynaeT noBpesaeHHe, HCKmonaiomee 
peMOHT, to TaKan noftBOSHan no^Ka mojkgt <5htb 3aweHeHa spyroM 

nOflBOaHOft JIOflKOM C daJDIHCTM^eCKMMM paKGTaMH B COOTBGTCTBHM C 
Hraecne^ywipM: 

a) spyran CTopona y b e^o mjih s tc h b IIoctohhhom KOHcyjiBTaTHB- 

HOfi KOMMCCMH 0 THdOJlM HJIH nOBpOJKflOHHH J 

I)) KOJIHHGCTBO nyCKOBblX yCT3HOBOK Ha HOftBOSHOH JlOflKe C 
daJIMCTMHeCKMMM paKGTaMH, npGflHaSHa^IGHHOit B KaneCTBe 38MGHH, 

He npMBOflMT K npGBMIHGHHK) 0<5iner0 KOjIMHeCTBa nycKOBHX yCTaflOBOK, 
pa3peiueHHoro Bpgmghhhm cornaiueHMeM h npoioicojiOM k HGwy; h 

.c) noBpejKfleHHan no^BOSHaH jioflKa c dajuiHCTHHGCKMMH paKGTaMH 
flGMOHTHpyGTCfl HJIH yHHHTOHaeTCfl B COOTBeTCTBMH C Pa3flCJIOM 111 
HaCTOH^MX npoaeayp. 

MS <?■<■ 

n 
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SECRET 


Attachment No. 4 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROTOCOL 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 

FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of 
the Treaty between the United States of America and the 
'Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of 
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the 
Agreed Statements regarding that Treaty, the Parties thereto 
have within the framework of the Standing Consultative 
Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
ABM systems and their components limited by that Treaty, 
as formulated in the Attachment hereto which constitutes 
an integral part of this Protocol. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines : 

4 . 4 - 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to 
systems or their components to be replaced and dismantled 
or destroyed pursuant to the provisions of the Treaty; 

2. Any replacement of ABM systems or their components 
shall be on the basis of Article VII of the Treaty and 
applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or destruction 

of ABM systems or their components in excess of the 
numbers or outside the areas specified by the Treaty 
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the Treaty and 
applicable Agreed Statements; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM 
systems or their components, related to implementation 
of the provisions of Article VII regarding replacement 
of those systems or their components and Article VIII of 
the Treaty, shall ensure that those systems or their 
components and facilities associated with those components, 
except for facilities at test ranges, would be put in a 
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for 
ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less than the time 
required for new construction; and shall preclude 
unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 
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4. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall be formulated separately for above- 
ground and silo ABM launchers and --for ABM radars; 

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can 

be accomplished by national technical means in accordance 
with Article XII of the Treaty; 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at 

f 

/ 

ABM launch or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Treaty and applicable Agreed 
Statements; and 

7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and of the number 
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM 
launchers and ABM radars used for replacement. 
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Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and 
remain in force for the duration of the Treaty, and 
may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission 
as it deems appropriate. 

Done at Moscow on 1974, in two copies, each 

in the English and Russian languages, both texts being 
equally authentic . 


Commissioner, 
United States of 
America 



Commissioner, 

Union of Soviet Social is 
Republics 



Geneva 

June 19, 1974 
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ATTACHMENT 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 

FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

I . Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges 

1. Above-ground launchers and associated equipment 
shall be removed from the sites, and the entire part of 

, the launch pad containing the launcher mount and reinforce- 

/ 

ments shall be dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris 
may be removed and after six months the location covered 
with earth. 


2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground structures 
and headworks, and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher 
debris may be removed and after six months the silos may 

be filled with earth. 

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described 
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than 
three months after their initiation. 

-3d. 
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4 . Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed 
ABM launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the 
Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the 
provisions of the Treaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems, 
and applicable Agreed Statements. 

5 . Notification of the completion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the 
Standing Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting 
the actual status as of the beginning of a regular session 
of the Commission. 

* / 

II . ABM Facilities at Malms trom 

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall 
be cut off. 

2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their uncompleted state 
for six months, after which they may be covered with earth. 

3 . Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which 
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with 
earth. 
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4. Earth grading of the entire area shall be 
accomplished and construction materials removed. 

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be 
initiated no later than six months after agreement on 
these Procedures. 

6. Notification that the above activities have 
been completed shall be given in the Standing 
Consultative Commission. 

- 'J-j 

r 
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CeKpeTHO 


nOCTORIIHAfl KQHCyJiLTATi'IE HAH KOMKCCM 
- nPOTOKOJl 

npowiypbi, PEryjiMpyioinME 3AMEHy, aemohtas mjim y h pfi t opceh pie 

M yBE/iOMtEHEE 0 H MX, J\M Ci'iOl'EM nPO M MX K0MI10HEHTCB 


B cootbctctbmm c no3io«eHHHMH a b ocymeCTBJieHMe AoroB.opa 
Messy Cocs-mhghhlimm UlTaiaMM Amcpmkm m Combom Cobctckmx CoiiMa/iM- 
05?KraecnHx PecnydjiMK 06 orpamraeiiHH CHOieu npo t mb o pa kg t hoM odopc • 
Kbi ot 26 Man 1972 rosa m CorjiacoBaHHbix 3anBJieHMfi b CBH3H c stm 
floroBopoM yqacTByiomMe b iigm CiopoHbi, b paMitax IIoctohhhoB kop- 
cyjiBBaTMBHoM kommccmm, corjiacMJiMCB 0 npopesypax, peryjiMpyromMx 
3aMeny, seMOHiav; mjim ymraiosteHHe h yBeflOMJicHMe o hhx, sjih chctgu 
nPO M MX K0MH0H6HT0B , OrpaHMHGHHblX 3 1 MM AorOBOpOM, KBK OHM C$Op- 
'MyJIMpOBaHH B npMJIOJKeHHM K HaCTOHL^eMy IIpOTOKOJiy, KOTOpOe HBJIH6TCH 
HeoiBeivi/ieMoM qacTLro aioro IlpoTOKOJia. 

Ci’opOHbi corjiacHAHCB Ta.KBte 0 cjieflyroipx odipx pyKOBOsnmMx 
nojioseHMHx: 

1. IIpMjiaraeMLie npou,e,/:!.ypbi npMMGiiHioTCH tojibko b othouichmh 
O aCieM MJIM MX K0M110H6HT0B , 3aM6HHGMbIX M SGMOHTMpyeMbIX MAM yHKH- 
loacaeMux b cootbgtctbmm c nojiOECHMHMM AoroBopa; 

2. Jlrodan 3aMGHa cmctgm I1P0 mjim mx komiiohghtob ocymeCTBJiHeT- 
ch na ocnoBaHMM CiaTBM yn AoroBopa, a saitse cooTBCTCiByromMx 
CorjiacoBaHHbix 3aHBJieHMfl; seMOHias mjim yumTomime cmctgm I1P0 mjih 
MX KOMITOHeHTOB CBepX KOJ1MHCCTB MJIH BHG paitOHOB, Onpe^eJIGHUbK Ao- 
rOBOpOM, OCyUIGCTBJIfleTCH Ha OCHOBaHMH CiaTBM yin AOBOBOpa M COOT- 
BCTCTByrouiMx CorjiacoBaHHbix 3 aaBJieHMit; 

3. npoiiesypa seMOHTasa hjim yHHqioxcoHHH cmctgm IIPO mam hx kom- 

IIOHGHTOB, CBHSaHHHC C OCyiUGCTEJIGHMGM nOJlOEGHMM CiaTBM yil B 01 - 
HOIlieilMH 3BMGHbI 3TMX CMCTGM MAM MX KOMnOHCHTOB M CiaTBM yiU 

C e k p e t h 0 
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ftorosopa, odec^eHHBalOl , npHBeaenae aiHx chctgm mjih mx KOMnoHeH- 
rpoB, a iaK 5 Ke obhochiuhxch k 9Tmm KOMnoneHTaM coopysceHi'iK, 3a 
MCKJUoqeiiHeM coopyxeiiMM Ha McribiTa'i'ejiBHBix nojiiaroHax, b coctohehg, 
HCKJiioEaiomee bo 3 mo}xhoctb Mcnojn>30BaHMH hx b ijeanx I1P0; •ooecne- 

qMBaiOI B03M0}XIi0CTB OdHapyHeHMH Haip/iOHanBHBIMH T GXH HH G C K 11M Vi Cpefl- 
CTBaMX nOBTOpHOBO pa3Bep3?BIBaHWH flSMOHTHpOBaHHBIX HJIH yilMHIOXGH- 
HB1X e.B.MBlHp; HBJIHIOTCH TEKBIMIi, HTO BpGMH, He0<JX03MM0e flJIH IIOBTOp- 
HOPO pa3BQpTI£BaiiMH 3 1 HX eflXHKIj;, HG <5 bIJI 0 £>BI BHaEMl'GJIBHO M6KB1UC, 
VQM BpGMH , HGOdXOSHMOG ^JIH HOBOrO CTpOIiTGJILCTBa; a TaKUCG MCKJItO- 
■qaiOT HGOnpaBSaHHBIG 3aflGp)KKM B .Zl.Gl.iOHraHG 14JIBI yHHHTOJKeHMI'l; 

4. npoiiesypBi saMeiiBi vl sGMOHiaia hjik yiiWHBOKCHBin (fiopMyaMpy- 
JOBCH OTflGJIBlIO ^Jlfl Ha3GMHBIX H IliaXTHBIX liyCKOBBIX yCl'aHOBOK npOTKBO- 

paxeT h fljm paawojiOKapHOHHBix CTQHiiMft IIPO; 

5. IIponGsypBi saMGHBi h sGMOHraia nan yHiniTOKeHHH odeonGHM- 
BaiOT B03M0)KH0CTL COOTBGTCTByiOU^GrO KOIITpOJIH HaU,WOHaJIBHBIMH BGXHH— 
tieCKMMii CpeaCTBaMH B COOIBGTCTBMM CO CiaTBGM XII ^OBOBOpa; 

6* riocaG aGMOHiu.:;a Man ynH^roienMH, npoBeaeHHoro b coot- 
BG'BCIBHH C II p M Jiar a GMB1M M IIpOLieaypaMM, COOpySCeHHfl, OCTaiOmKGCH 
H.a crapTOBBix no 3 Mi[MBX IIPO hjih na no 3 Mu,KHX paaMoaoKaawoHHHx ctgh- 
ipK' npo, MoryT no ycMOTpenmo CropoH HcnojiB 30 BaT.BCH ann aeaeli, 

He npoTMBopenamHx noaoxeHMHM florosopa w cooTBeTCBByioiitMx Corjia- 
COBaHHBIX 3 aHBJieHHM, J H 

7*. IIOCpeaCTBOM C BOeB peM e HHBIX H COOTBGTCTByiOipiX npOHGayP 
Cro.pOHBi yBeaoMJiHioT apyr apyra o KoaMnecTBe w iwne (Ha3GMHaa 
Hjiii inaxiHan) nycxoBBix ycranoBOK npoTHBopaxeT h o KOJiiwecTBe 
paaHOJIOKau;MOHHBIX CTaHpHM IIPO, Ha KOTOpBIX aeMOHTa)K- HJIH yHMHBOXe- 
hmg 3aBepmeHBi h HaxoaHTCH b CTaaww ocymeciBJieHMH, a Tarae o 
KOJiMnecTBe nycKOBBix ydaHOBOK npoTKBopaKea? h paanoaoKaHMo hhbix 
Cl'aHHHM IIPO, MCn0aB30BaHHBIX Am 3aMeHBI. 

HacroflipM IlpoTOKoa m npMaaracMBie IIpoueaypBi BCTynaioT b 
CM ay c MOMeiiaa noanMcaHMH aeHHoro IIpoTOKoaa m ocTaioTcn b cuae 
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Ha nepwofl $gMctbMh 5oroBopa$ h IIocTOHHHaH KOHcynB'iaTHBHafl 

KOMHCCHH MOEST no CBOGMy yCMOTpSliHIO BHOCHTB B HHX nonpaBKH, 

CosepmeHo 1974 ro.ua ; b ropose MocKBe b flByx 

9K3ewnjiflpax, icaEjbiM Ha aHiJiuMcKOM h pyccKOM H3HKaXsi npHHe« 
o<5a TeKCTa hmciot oflHHaKOByio cnjiy* 


npeflCTaBMTejiB npe^cTaBHTenB 

CoeflHHeHHux iiaroB Coio3a Cqbgtckhx ComianHCTKueoKHx 

AMepHKH ’ PecnydBHK 



XeneBa 

jj MioHH 1974 ro#a 


CeKpeTHO 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP8OTO0435AO0O4e0O1flO01-2 ~ 


CeKpeiHO 



nOCTOHHHA fl KQHCyJILTAT MBHA fl KOMMCCMfl 

nPOUE^PW, PEryJiMP.VjOiilME mlowm MJiM yHMTOlEHME M 
TBmOUmmE 0 HHX, A.M Ci/ICTEM nPO M MX K0MI10HEHT0J3 


• ' I . I lyOKOBHS yCTaHOBKH np OT HBOpaKeT Ha MCriHT a TGJIB — 
hlix nojinrokax csepx ycT3H0BJi.0HHbix ko jinnec TB 

1. Ha3eMHtie nycKOBtie ycTaiiOBKM m OTHOCHineecn k h m 0(5opy- 
flOBaHwe y^aJiHioTCH co cTapiOBux no3Mu,MM s a bch nacTL cTapTOBOft 
njioiuaflKH, 3aimiviaeMaH ctomkoM nycKOBoM ycTaHOBKM m apMaTypoid, 
seMOiiTMpyeTCH mjim pa3pyiiiaeicH. 0(5 jiomkh cTapTOBoM njioinaflKH 
woryT (3biTB ysajieHbi 3 a no MCTeneiiMM niecTH MecnpeB sto MecTO 
M'ojKeT 6 htb 3acBinano 3eMJien. 

2. IiiaxTHbie nycKOBbie ycTaHOBKM npnBosHTCH b HenpnrosHoe 
flJIH MGn0JIB30BaHMH C0CT0HHM6 UyTOM fleM0HTaH9. MJIM yuMHTOjxeHMH 
MX H3 S3 CM HHX KOHC TpyKipiM M obojiobkob, a TaKHe HyT6M yflajieHMH 
nanpaBJiHioinHx. 0(5jiomkm uiaxTHbix nycicoBbix ycTatiOBOK woryT <5mtb 
yaaJieiiH, a no McienennM uiecTM McenueB uiaxTbi Moryi <5htb 
3acHnanH 3eMjieM. 

3. yKa3aHHbie b nyHKTax I m 2 MeponpMHTMH no seMOHTajsy mjim 
yHMnTojKOiiMio 3aBopmaiOTcn He no3Ke, neM nepe3 Tp m wecHpa c mom sh- 
ip a hx nanajia. 


4. CpopyaeHHH, othochiiihg ch k seMO HTnpoBaH hhm mjim yHMHTOKeH- 
hhm nyoKOBMM ycTaHOBKaw npoTHBopaxeT Ha mc nuia TejiBHbix nojiMronax, 
MoryT no ycworpeHMio Ctopoh HcnojiB30BaTBCH sjih pejieM, ne npoTM— 
BopenantMx nojiojKeHnnM #oroBopa o<5 orpaunneHnn cMCTeM I1P0 m coor- 
BeTCTByjoiiiMx CorjiacoBamibix 3anBjieHMM. 


5. yBeflOMBenwe o 3aBepuieHMM weponpHniMM, npeayoMorpeHHtix 
B nyHKTax I H 2, np0M3B0SMTCH B riOCTOflHHOM KOHCyjIBTaTMBHOM 
kommccmm RBa pa3a b ros no $aKTMqecKOMy coctohhmk) Ha Hanajio 
peryjinpHoM ceccMH Kommccmm. 
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n. Co opyseimfl IIPO Ha 6 a3e MaaBMCTpoM 

1. MeTajiJiHqecKMe ctg pjkhm apwaiypu BBaHHfi PJIC epesaioTCH.. 

2. 3flaHHH PJIC, bjih KOToptix (5hjio yse HanaTO BOBBeseHne 

CT6H, OCiaBJIHIOTCfl HenpHKpHTLIMH B MX He 3QBCPIU6HH0M COCTOHHMM 

b TeqeHwe rnecTM MecflijeB, nocjie qero ohm MoryT dbiTB saotinaHH 
aeMj/eM. 

3. CoopyjKeHHH bjih nycKOBbix ycTaHOBCK, a TaK«e 3flaHHfi PJIC 
£J1H KOTOPUX (5b! JIM 38Bepi]ieHH CTpOMTejIBCTBOM JIM1UB $yHB3MeHTH, 
3acbiiiajoTCH 3eMJiefi. 

4. OcymecTBJiHeTCH pa3paBHHBaiffle hohbh Ha Boew yqaci'Ke, 
a cTpoMTejiBHbie laaTepnajiH yflajinioTCfl. 

5. Pa(5oTH no BeMomasy mjim yHMqrosceHMio iianiiHaioTCH He 
no33Ke, qeM nepe3 rnecTB MecfiijeB nocne corjiacoBaiiHH HacTOHiunx 
EpoHOsyp. 


6. yBesoMJieHMe o saBepmeHMM BHiueyKasaHHux MeponpuHTHfi 

npOHSBOflHTCH B IlOCTOHHHOM KOHCyjiBTaTHBHOfl KOMHCCMM. 
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Attachment No , 6 


STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 
June 19, 1974 

I 

1. Mr. Commissioner, at this final meeting of the 
Third Session of the SCC, it is a pleasure to take stock 
of where we stand in our assigned responsibilities. With 
the initialing of the mutually agreed Procedures Governing 
Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction, and Notification 
Thereof, for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems 
and Their Components, we have authenticated two important 
completed documents to be signed and enter into force at 
the forthcoming Moscow Summit meeting. These documents 
represent a noteworthy step- in promoting the . objectives 
and implementing the provisions of the ABM Treaty and the 
Interim Agreement and its Protocol. 

2. Working out these mutually agreed procedures was 
not an easy task. The issues were complex and the solutions 
often difficult to find. However, by perseverance on both 
sides and, more importantly, facilitated by direct and 
frank exchanges at all levels, we have succeeded in 
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formulating the mutually agreed procedures called for 
by the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement and its 
Protocol. Working out mutually agreed procedures for 
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines 
and SL BM launchers posed one of our more difficult problems. 
However, with the recent resolution of paragraph III. 2 
dealing with the locations where such dismantling or 
destruction shall be accomplished, that problem was also 
successfully resolved. In connection with the language 
of paragraph III. 2, it is understood that the Atlantic 
area of the United States includes the Gulf Coast area. 

3. Mr. Commissioner and all members of the Soviet 
and U.S . SCC Components, I believe that we, both those here 
present and all those who have participated in the prepara- 
tion of these Procedures over the past three SCC Sessions, 
can justifiably take pride in our accomplished work. 

II 

k. As important as these procedures are, they 
represent only one factor in the success of the Standing 
Consultative Commission. The SCC is a unique organization; 
it is the first of its kind. We have thus been "plowing 
new ground" and effectively "learning as we go." In my 
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opinion we have come a long way. We have proven the 
ability of the SCC to solve complex technical problems 
to the mutual interest of both sides. We have developed 
a direct and frank exchange of views, including an 
understanding of the concerns of the other side, which 
can be of utmost importance as the SCC may be called upon 
to implement the full scope of its responsibilities as se 
forth in Article XIII of the ABM Treaty and Article VI 
of the Interim Agreement. 


Ill 

5 . Mr. Commissioner, we have agreed that the 
fourth session of the SCC will convene in Geneva on 
September 24, 1974 to discuss the general framework for 
detailed procedures for replacement of ABM Systems and 
Their Components as called for in Article VII of the 
ABM Treaty. The experience we have gained in working 
out the procedures we have initialed tonight will be 
invaluable in meeting this task. It is recognized that 
either side may convene the SCC at an earlier date should 
it desire to raise any other matters within the scope 
of our assigned responsibilities. 
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IV 

6. Mr. Commissioner, in summary, the U.S. Component 
of the SCC would like to express its appreciation to all 
members of the Soviet Component of the SCC for the direct, 
frank and businesslike manner in which they have approached 
the problems we have faced. The manner in which both sides 
have conducted these negotiations is conducive to the 
further success of the SCC. iJe have achieved mutually 
agreed procedures which both sides can be proud of, not only 
for their content but for the precedent they set in estab- 
lishing the capabilities and utility of the SCC . In my 
opinion, the SCC has contributed, and will continue to 
contribute, to reducing possible misunderstandings and 
uncertainties that could arise in connection with existing 
agreements, and will continue to contribute to continued 
overall improved relations between our two great countries. 
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Attachment No. 7 


COMMISSIONER USTINOV'S STATEMENT 
June 19, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, 

Today we have initialed the Protocols and attached Pro- 
cedures, Governing Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction and 
Notification Thereof for Strategic Offensive Arms and ABM 
Systems, limited by the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty 
respectively, with the expectation that the signing of the 
initialed documents will take place in Moscow in the course of 
the forthcoming Summit Meeting. This successfully completes 
a specific phase in the activity of the SCC, established by the 
Governments of the U.S. and the USSR to promote the implementa- 
tion of the objectives and provisions of the Treaty and 
Interim Agreement, concluded between our countries. 

Today it gives me great pleasure to congratulate you, our 
Deputies and all members of the U.S. and Soviet Components of 
the SCC on the completion of the responsible task assigned to 
us by the Governments of the USSR and U.S. 

The work carried out in the course of three sessions has 
convincingly demonstrated that, given mutual understanding and 
good will, both sides, within the framework of the SCC, can 
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successfully carry out tasks related to implementation of the 
provisions of the ABM’ Treaty and Interim Agreement. We have 
no doubts that the SCC, through its activity, makes a useful 
contribution to /the cause of general improvement in Soviet- 
American relations. 

Particular note should be made of the businesslike 
atmosphere, and the constructiveness and frankness which 
marked the just-concluded SCC session and which is becoming 
traditional for the SCC. We believe that this has to no 
small degree contributed to our success, in spite of the exist- 
ence of a number of complex issues, solution of which, as you 
know, required, considerable effort on both sides. 

Extensive and useful work in reaching agreement on 
mutually acceptable formulations with respect to questions of 
dismantling or destruction and notification thereof has been 
carried out by the working groups, headed by General Georgi 
and V. P. Karpov. It is precisely due to their constructive 
and businesslike cooperation that we were able to reach agree- 
ment on procedures for dismantling replaced submarines and 
on notification questions. 

A special role in our work was played by the Executive 
Secretaries and interpreters to whom fell the difficult task 
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of editing, translating and preparing a large number of texos 
containing proposals of the sides as well as the resulting 
documents. I would like to express my gratitude to all 
members of the SCC for their fruitful activity at this 
session. 

The results of our joint work seem to us to be quite 
substantial; they lay down a good foundation for further 
cooperation of the sides within the framework of SCC. 

Both Components of the Commission apparently agree that 
the Protocols and Procedures worked out in the SCC will, by 
their scope and nature, facilitate strict and precise 
implementation by the sides of the obligations assumed under 
the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty, using national tech- 
nical means for their verification. 

In this connection the Soviet side proceeds from the 
premise that in actual implementation of the provisions of the 
Protocols and Procedures, governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction for strategic offensive arms and ABM systems, 
initialed by us today, both sides will be guided by precisely 
those procedures which are set down in the texts of these 
documents. The Soviet side also believes that after being 
signed, the Protocols and Procedures must retain their confiden 
tial nature and must not be subject to publication. 
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With respect to the time for holding the fourth session 
of the SCC., we agree to convene it September 24, 1974. We 
believe that there is also no disagreement between us with 
respect to the agenda for that session -- to discuss the 
question of approach to procedures governing the replacement 
of ABM systems and their components, which is permitted under 
Article VII of the ABM Treaty. 

In conclusion, Mr. Commissioner, allow me to express once 
again my gratitude to you personally, to General Georgi, V. P. 
Karpov, and all members of the U.S. and Soviet Components of 
the SCC, for the work carried out at the third session. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Attachment No. 8 
June 19, 1974 


PRESS RELEASE 

The US-USSR Standing Consultative Commission met 
for one hour on June 18, and held another meeting for 
two hours on June 19 to complete its third session in 
Geneva. The session began on April 2, 1974. US 
Commissioner, Mr. Sidney N. Graybeal and USSR Commissioner, 
Mr. G. I. Ustinov agreed to convene the next session of 
the SCC in Geneva later this year on a date to be mutually 
agreed between them. 

The Standing Consultative Commission was established 
by the Memorandum of Understanding signed by the US and 
USSR Governments on December 21, 1972, for the purpose of 
promoting- the implementation of the objectives and 
provisions of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement 
on the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms signed 
in Moscow on May 26, 1972. 
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Session III 
A- 257 


US/USSE STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, June 17, 197^ 

US Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present 

Mr. Graybeal 
Brig. Gen. Georgi 
Col. '(Ret.) FitzGerald 
Mr. Arensburger 
(Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Karpov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal opened the meeting by thanking 
General Ustinov for coming to the US Mission at such short 
notice. He said that since he had caJ.led the meeting he 
would propose that the normal procedure of asking General 
Ustinov to speak first be changed and said that he would 
take the floor. 

Commissioner Ustinov agreed and suggested that 
Commissioner Graybeal proceed. 

Commissioner Graybeal then gave a prepared statement on 
the United "States Government desire that the procedures be 
signed in Moscow instead of Geneva (see attachment.) 

C ommissioner Ustinov then thanked Graybeal for sharing 
with him the instructions he had received, from Washington. 

He said that he would, report those instructions to Moscow 
immediately. Ustinov said that, as Graybeal knew, he was 
at the present time expecting, literally from "hour to 
hour", instructions from Moscow with regard to our future 
work, with respect to Paragraph III. 2, and also with respect 
to signing the documents the Commissioners are working out. 
He said that as soon as he received such instructions, he 
would immediately call Graybeal so that they could resolve 
the issue which is still unresolved. He concluded that, as 
Graybeal would understand., he could, unfortunately, say no 
more in regard to the questions which Graybeal had raised 
today. 
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Commissioner Graybeal thanked Ustinov and proposed 
that the meeting be adjourned at this point and that the 
Commissioners agree that the next meeting should be held 
on call of either Commissioner. 

Commissioner Ustinov agreed, commenting that, as he 
understood it, important meetings of the SCC were now 
being held on the shores of Lake Geneva. 

Coi nmissioner Graybeal agreed and declared the meeting 
ad j ourned. 

Attachment: As Stated 



SCC: CGFi-rzGerald:mtf: 6/17/74 



Approved by: SNGraybeal 
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STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 
June 17 j 1974 

1* Commissioner., I am under instructions to 

inform you that the U.S. Government desires that the 
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or 
Destruction, and Notification Thereof for Strategic 
Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems and Their Components 
be initialed by Commissioners here in Geneva, and 
signed at the forthcoming Moscow Summit. 

2. At this time, 1 have no guidance concerning 
the U.S. Government's preference regarding who would 
sign these procedures in Moscow. I am instructed to 
initial the completed procedures no later than Tuesday, 
June 18th, if possible, and to return to Washington 
Wednesday, June 19, 1974. 

3. As you know the Washington review of the JDTs, 
preliminarily agreed by Commissioners, June 5, 1974, 
has been completed. There are no major problems. 
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I am prepared to proceed with our work, and to resolve 
Para. III. 2 of the procedures for strategic offensive 
arms along the lines we have been discussing. With 
resolution of this paragraph, we could initial the 
documents here in Genevaj this would certify that the 
texts are authentic and prepared for final signature 
at the forthcoming Moscow Summit. 
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SCO 

Session III 
A- 251 


US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, June 5, I 97 A- 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Pers o ns P res ent : 

• Mr. Graybeal 
Brig. Gen. Georgi 
Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald 
Cdr. Atkinson 
Lt. Col. DeSimone 
Lt. Cdr. Martin 
Mr. Burrell 
Mr. Arensburger 
( Interpreter) 


Commissioner Ustin ov opened the meeting at 12:30 p.m. and 
gave the flo'or" to Mr. Graybeal. 

Commissioner Graybeal said that before turning to substantive 
business he would like to introduce Mr. Lawrence Burrell, whom 
the Soviet side had kindly agreed to invite to today's meeting as 
well as to the luncheon which was to follow. As the members of 
the Soviet Component no doubt knew, Mr. Burrell has worked very 
closely with Mr. Krimer and Mr. Arensburger on both SALT and SCO 
business for several years, and appreciated the opportunity to 
attend a meeting. 

Graybeal then said that once again, in exchanging two 
documents today, we were taking a very important step in con- 
nection with working out the procedures called for by the Interim 
Agreement and the ABM Treaty. The first document was the Joint 
Draft Text, preliminarily agreed by Commissioners as of June 5, 
1974, of Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or 
Destruction, and Notification Thereof, for Strategic Offensive 
Arms,. Graybeal stated that he had been informed that the language 
of this document had been conformed, and represented agreement 
between Commissioners on the complete document with the execution 
of the wording for Para. III. 2 which still needed to be worked 
out. The second document, he said, was the Joint Draft Text, 


‘"Brig. Gen. Ustinov 
Mr . Karpov 
Mr . Y e r e s ko vs ky 
Col. Belyanin 
Capt. Kuznetsov 
Mr. Marchuk 

(Interpreter) 
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preliminarily agreed by Commissioners as of June 5 , 1974, of 
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or Destruction, 
and Notification Thereof, for ABM Systems and their Components. 
This document had also been conformed in its Russian and English 
versions, and was a complete document. 

Graybeal said that at this time he would like to present to 
Ustinov the English language texts of the two documents he had 
just described ( Attachment No. 1 and No. 2). 

Commissioner Us ti nov , reading; from a prepared text, said that 
our Executive Secretaries , Col. FitzGerald and Mr. Yereskovsky, 
had done a lot of work in a short time*' 'by preparing the prelimi- 
narily agreed texts of the Protocol and Procedures for both 
strategic offensive arms and ABM systems. He wanted to express 
his great satisfaction with the work that they had done and with 
the results achieved. He hoped that within the next few days the 
last question which remained unagreed between Commissioners 
would be resolved on a mutually acceptable basis. Ustinov con- 
cluded by stating that he agreed that these Joint Draft Texts 
should be considered preliminarily agreed by Commissioners as of 
June 5j> 1974, and added that they would be sent to Moscow for 
review today. He then passed to Graybeal a copy of the Russian 
language text of each of the two documents (Attachment No. 3 and 
No. 4). 


Mr. Graybeal said he fully endorsed Ustinov's comments with 
respect to the work done by our Executive Secretaries. He stated 
that he, likewise, would be transmitting the texts to Washington 
today for final review prior to signature. 

General Usti nov said that since we had planned lunch 
together following this meeting, he thought we could probably 
adjourn the meeting, which had been very successful and produc- 
tive, and turn to the real substantive business of lunch. 

Mr. Graybeal agreed. 

General Ustinov declared the meeting adjourned at 12:45 p.m. 


Attachments : 

1. English, JDT of Procedures for 
June 5, 1974 

2. English, JDT of Procedures for 

3. Russian, JDT of Procedures for 
June 5 5 1974 

4. Russian, JDT of Procedures for 
Drafted byj^FPDeSimone :bd 
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Strategic Offensive Arms. 


ABM Systems, June 5* 1974 
Strategic Offensive Arms, 

ABM Systems, June 5* 1974 

Approved by: SNGraybeaH 
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S TAN DING CO NSU LTATI VE COMMI SSION 

PROTOCOL 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 

OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 

FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

Pursuant to the provisions and in Implementation of 
the Interim Agreement between the United States of America 
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain 
Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
Offensive Arms of 'May 2 6 , 1972, the Protocol thereto, and 
the Agreed Statements regarding that Agreement, the Parties 
thereto have within the framework of the Standing Consultative 
Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
strategic offensive arms limited by that Interim Agreement, 
as formulated In the Attachment hereto which constitutes an 
integral part of this Protocol. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines : 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to 
systems to be replaced ana dismantled or destroyed 
pursuant to the provisions of the Interim Agreement; 

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic-missile submarines 
and submarine -launched ballistic missile ( SLBM) launchers 
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IV of the 
Interim Agreements the Protocol thereto., and applicable 
Agreed Statements; 

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities and for ballistic- 
missile submarines and SLBM launchers shall ensure that 
they would be put in a condition that precludes the 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs 
respectively; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less than the time 
required for new construction; and shall preclude 
unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 
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4. Dismantling or' destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based 

I CBM launchers as well as for ballistic-missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers; 

5. Replacement and dismantling; or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished 

by national technical means in accordance with Article V 
of the Interim Agreement; 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at land-based 
I CBM launch sites, and submarines, may, at the discretion 

of the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol 
thereto; 

7* Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
of launchers on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of launchers 
used for replacement; and 
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missil e 
submarines which are under construction simultaneously 
shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal construction 
schedule. A normal construction schedule is understood to 
be one consistent with the past or present construction 
practices of each Party. ... 

This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter 
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in 
force for the duration of the Interim Agreement, and may 
be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as it 
deems appropriate. 

Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each in 

the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 
authentic . 

Commissioner, Commissioner, 

United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 

America Republics 
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ATTACHMENT 


STANDING CONSUI.TATIVE C OMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR 


DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARES 


I. General 

1. Within the limits of the levels established for each 
Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (iCBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964, 
launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear -powered 
submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on 
diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 
missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. 


2. Modern submarine -launched ballistic missiles are: 
for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear- 
powered submarines; for the Soviet Union, missiles of the 
type installed in nuclear -powered submarines made opera- 
tional since 1965; and for both Parties, submarine -launched 
ballistic missiles first flight-tested since 1965 and 
installed in any submarine, regardless of type. 
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3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel 

t 

submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes 
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement on 
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
Offensive Arms. 


4. Dismantling or destruction;, of replaced launchers 
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 
of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any 
of the actions in Section II below shall constitute initiation 
of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. Initiation 
of any of the actions in Section III below shall constitute 
initiation of dismantling or destruction of a ballistic- 
missile submarine dr SL1BM launcher. 

5 . The beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic 
missile submarine shall be the date on which such a. submarine 
first operates under its own power away from the harbor or 
port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine 
was performed. 

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on 
submarines, being replaced, shall be given by the Parties 
twice annually at the beginning of regular sessions of 

SECRET 
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the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the "actual 
status as of the beginning of that session of the Commission 
and covering the period since the last report in the 
Commission. The notification shall contain: 

(a) the number and type of ICBM launchers (soft or 
silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to 1964, and the number 
of launchers for ballistic missiles on submarines, on which 
dismantling or destruction has been completed and is in 
process; 

(b) the number of launchers for ballistic missiles 
on replacement submarines which have begun sea trials ; and 

(c) the number of ICBM launchers and launchers for 
ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the number 
dismantled or destroyed, which have been replaced by 
launchers for ballistic missiles on modern nuclear-powered 
submarines . 

7. Each Party may on a voluntary basis add other 
information to the notifications if it considers such infor- 
mation necessary to assure confidence in compliance with the 
obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement. 
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ll* Pr oc edures For Dismantling o r Destruction of Land -P aced 

I CBM La un c her s Rep la c e d b y SLBM laun ch ers 

1. In all cases the following actions shall be accom- 
plished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of 

V J fry. 

missiles and their components, warheads, and mobile 
equipment* and 

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling equipment, 
associated with the launcher and located at the launch site, 
and removal of all dismantled equipment from the launch 
site. Launch equipment is understood to be systems, com- 
ponents, and instruments required to launch a missile. 

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 
shall be performed: 

(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the launch 
stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and missile launch 
control posts (bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling 
or destruction; 

(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and removed 
from the launch site; and 

SECRET 
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•(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads and 
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and the fuel 
storage tank foundations may be removed, and, after six 
months, the places where they we re located may be covered 
with earth. 

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 
shall be performed: 

(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be dismantled or 
destroyed, and dismantled components shall be removed 

from the launch site; and 

(b) after the actions provided for in sub -paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silos shall remain open for 
a period of six months, after which they may be filled with 
earth. 

4. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 
at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support, 

or launch of ICBMs but may, at the discretion of the Parties, 
be used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 
of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 

SECRET 
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5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 
after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 

Ill . Procedures f or Dis man tling or Destru cti on of B alll stl 
Missile_ Submarines an d SLBM La unchers Repl aced by 
New J3a 1 1 is tic -I'l i s si de Submarln es and SLBM Laun c he rs 

1. The following procedures, to be performed in the 
open, from which each Party may choose, are acceptable for 
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers: 

(a) scrapping the submarine and its launchers. 
Scrapping shall involve extensive disassembly; 

(b) removing the submarine's missile section; 

(c) dismantling of ballistic-missile launchers' on 
older nuclear-powered submarines on which the upper parts 
of missile launch tubes protrude into the fairwater may 
also be accomplished by removing the missile launch tubes 
together with the fairwater and those parts of the outer 
hull and pressure hull above the missile section which 
contain all of the penetrations for the missile launch 
tubes . 
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The pressure hull arid outer hull may be restored by 

I 

welding into place new sections without missile launch 
tube penetrations or missile hatches. The sail and deck 
may be modified in such & way that the submarine remains 
seaworthy. 

j /2. Ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher 

dismantling shall be accomplished at major shipyards, 

located in designated areas, where ship construction, 

-7I 

fitting out, or major overhaul is carried out 

/2. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ballistic- 
missile submarines, carried out in accordance with the 
specified procedures, shall be accomplished in designated 
—/?- 

areas 

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches 
shall be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling 
and missiles and missile -launching equipment shall be removed. 

4. liny of the foregoing actions shall be completed no 
later than six months after the replacement submarine begins 
sea trials. 


1 

2 


Proposed by U.S. side. 
Proposed by Soviet side. 
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Procedures for llculacemen b of a Ballistic “Missile 


Submarine Lost_ at Se;i_ o r D isa b le d Be yond Repair 

In the event that a ballistic -m3, s s ile submarine is., lost 
at sea or disabled beyond repair,, such a submarine may be 
replaced by another ballistic-missile submarine in accordance 
with the following: *'• 


(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall be 
made to the other Party in the Standing Consultative 
Commission; 

(b) the number of launchers on the replacement ballistic 
missile submarine shall not cause the total number of launcher 
to exceed that authorized in the Interim Agreement and the 
Protocol thereto; and 

(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall 
be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with Section III 
of these Procedures. 
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8 TAN!) TNG CONS UI/.i'.A T I VE 


COMMISSION 


PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, 
FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of 
the Treaty "between the United States of America and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of 
Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the 
Agreed Statements regarding that Treaty, the Parties thereto 
have within the framework of the Standing Consultative 
Commission agreed upon procedures governing replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
ABM systems and their components limited by that Treaty, 
as formulated in the Attachment hereto which constitutes 
an integral part of this Protocol. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines: 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to 
systems or their components to be replaced and dismantled 
or destroyed pursuant, to the provisions of the Treaty; 

2. Any replacement of ABM systems or their component 
shall be on the basis of Article VII of the Treaty and 
applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or destruction 
of ABM systems or their components in excess of the 
numbers or outside the areas specified by the Treaty 
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the Treaty and 
app 1 i c ab .1 e Agreed S t a t em en t s ; 


3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM 
systems or their components, related to implementation 
of the provisions of Article VII regarding replacement 
of those systems or their components and Article VIII of 
the Treaty, shall ensure that those systems or their 
components and facilities associated with those components 
except for facilities at test ranges, would be put in a 
condition that precludes the possibility of their use for 
ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation of units 
dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less than the time 
required for new construction; and shall preclude 
unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 

SECRET 
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/|.. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall be formulated separately for above- 
ground and silo ABM launchers and for ABM radars; 

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall ensure that adequate verification can 

be accomplished by national technical means in accordance 
with Article XII of the Treaty; 

6 . After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at 
ABM launch or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with 
the provisions of the Treaty and applicable Agreed 
Statements; and 

7 . Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and of the number 
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM 
launchers and ABM radars used for replacement. 
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 
enter Into force upon signature of this Protocol and 
remain in force for the duration of the Treaty, and 
may he amended by the Standing Consultative Commission 
as it deems appropriate. 

Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each 

in the* English and Russian languages, both texts being 
equally authentic. 

Comm i s s 1 oner. Commissioner , 

United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 

America Republics 
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ATTACHMENT 


S TAN D I NG C ON S TJL‘ P A r ! ' I V E C OMM T S SIGN 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION* 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF* 

FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 


I. Excess ABM Launcliejrs at Test Ranges 

1. Above -ground launchers and associated equipment 
shall be removed from the sites* and the entire part of 


the launch pad containing the launcher mount and reinforce- 
ments shall be dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris 
may be removed and after six months the location covered 
with earth. 


2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground structures 
and headworks* and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher 
debris may be removed and after six months the silos may 

be filled with earth. 

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described 
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than 
three months after their initiation. 
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4. Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed 
ABM launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the 
Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the 
provisions of the Treaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems, 
and applicable Agreed Statements. 

5. Notification of the completion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the 
Standing Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting 
the actual status as of the beginning of a regular session 
of the Commission, 

II . ABM Facili tie sat Malms trom 

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall 
be cut off. 

2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their uncompleted state 
for six months, after which they may be covered with earth. 

3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which 
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with 
earth. 


SECRET 
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Earth grading of the entire area shall be 
accomplished and construction materials removed. 

5- Dismantling or destruction activities shall be 
initiated no later than six months after agreement on 
these Procedures. 

6. Notification that the above activities have 
been completed shall be given in the Standing 
Consultative Commission. 
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Strategic OfT^ns ive 
'Anns ) 

Joint Dr aft Text 
Prel iminari ly A gre e d 
by Commissioners’’ 

June ST 197 ; T “ ' 

Teitc t coBMecTnoro npoe kt a , 
ifppvi^ipHielbHO "co fiiaooB a'nHbia 
Jjiey B W 1' C JiH M ii 

5 moiiH I 974 ro,a;a 


nOCTOHHHAfl KOH Cy,_LTATI/jBH Afl KOMLICCFiH 
IIP Q T OK O il 

npoijfei/iypbi, PErynMpyioiiii samot, kemohtas hah yHK*5 tozceh mhi 
H yBEAOMAEHME 0 HlflX, JiJifl CTPATEPMECKl/lX HACTynATEiLHblX 


B cooi’BeTCiBMK c nojiOKeuMHMH h b ocymeci'BjieuHe BpeMeHHoro 
corjiamenMH Meatfly C01030M Cobotckhx CoituanHOTiraeCKHx PecriyO’iiMK h 
■ Coe/fHiieiiHBiMM DlraiaMK AMepHKH 0 HenoTopbix Mepax b odjiacTH orpa- 
iiKpeiiMH CTpaTerHqecKHx Haca'ynaTenBHHx BoopyaceHHfi ot 26 Man 
1672 ro#a, IIpoTOKOJia k HeMy, a lan/se CorjiacoBamibix 3aHBJieHHii b 
CBH 3 PI c 3 tmm CorjxaineHneM yqac TBytontMe b hmx Ctopohh, b panicax 
IIoctohhhoM KOHCyjiBTaTMBHoK KOMWCCHH, corjiacnjiMCB o npoueflypax* 
peryjiHpyioiitHx saMeny, fleMomaac mhh yiiinTOEGHne h yBeflOMiieHtie o 
hhx, sjih CTpaierHqecKMx HaciynaTejiLHbix BOopyficeHHft, orpainiyeimbix 
sthm BpeMem-ibiM corjianieHweM, kbk ohm c to puyji upon am b IIpkjioeshhh 
k nacroameMy Ilporoicomy, itoiopoe hbjihqtch HeoiseMjieMOft naciBio dto 
ro IIpoTOKOjxa. 

Ci’opoiibi corjiacKjiKCL Tarae o cjieflyioinHx odipx pyKOBOflHipx no- 

JIOEGHHHX: 

I« IlpnjiaraeMbie IIponeflypH npiiMenniOTCH tojibko b OTHOiueHHw 
cpeflGTB, 3aMeHfleMbix h fleMOHinpyeMbix hum yiiHiiTOEaeMbix b cooiBei'- 
ctbwh c nojio«eHHHMH BpeMei-iHoro oorjiaieHHH; 

2. jnoo'afl 3aMeHa nycnoBbix yciaiiOBOic MeiKKOHTMHeHTajiBHtix 6aji- 
jiHCTHnecKHx panel (MEP) mjih noflBOflHbix Jioflon c 6a ji jimc t nn e c kmm m 
paKeiaMH h nycxoBbix ycranoBOK 6 a ji jj. hc t nn 0 c khx panel no^BoaHbix 

C e it p e t h 0 
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JIOflOK (£P HJi) 0 C y'tif e C 5?B ji H 0 T C H H3. OCHOBclHi'iti C'JL'arefi lii M 17 BpOMGH— 
Horo corjiameHMH.npoTOKOjia k aiewy, a TaKsce cooTBeiccTByramtix Co-* 
rjiacoBaHKbix saHBJieiixiM; 

3. Ilpoueaypbi fleMOHTasia .vijik yinwTOHceHHH nyCKOBbix ycTanosoK 
MBP H OXIIOCHi’IMXCH K HWM COOpyneHIiM, a TSKXCe flO^pOflHHX JIOflOK c 
da/ui iic TM^ecKiiMH paKeiaiviH ii nyCKOBbix yCTanoBOK BP IUi odecnemiBaioT 
npMBe/ieHiie hx b coctohhk©, Kcioiioqaioiiiee bobmoishoctb h c it o jib 3 0 b a h h a 
mx flJiH nycKOB C00TB6TCIB6HH0 ivIBP hjih BP DP; odecnentiBaioT bo 3 mo a- 
hoctb odHapysceHMH noBTopHoro paaBepTbiBai-niH 3 e m 0 h t m p 0 b a h hhx mjim 
yHJWTOKteHHBDC eflHHHq Iiapi'IOIiajlBHblMM TeXHIWeCKHMH CpeHCTBaMHj HBJIfl- 
iotch TaKHMH, t no speMH, HeodxoflHMoe noBiopHoro pa 3 b e p This an MH 
9TMX eflHHMp, He OblJIO OH 3HaH!MT6JI£H0 MeilBUie, qeM BpeMH, HeodxOflH- 
Moe ana Hop.oro CTpoHTejiBCTBa; a laicae MCKjifonaioT neonpaB^aHime 
sa^epEKii b ^eMOHiawe hjih yn mi t 0 «ce h h m \ 

L \-» npopeaypH ^eMOHTaaca hjih yiiMHTOKceHMH $opMyjiHpy»TCH oigejiB- 
ho fljia HeoaiuMLneHHbix h b;jih uiax’mix nyCKOBbix yciai-iOBOK MBP HaseMno- 
ro dasupoBaHiiH > a rarae sjih iiosboahlix xo^ok c da ji jih c t mi e c kkmm 
paneiaMH h nycKOBHx yciaHOBOit BP IlJi; 

5. npopesypbi 3QMeHM h fleMoi-uaiiia hjih yHHHTOKeHHH odecnem-iBaion: 

B03M0SCH0CTB COOTBeTCTByK)UJ[erO KOHTpOJIH HaqHOHaJlBHHMH TeXHHqeCKHMH ’ 
opeflCiBaMH b cooTBercTBMM co CTaiBew y BpeMeHHoro corjiaiueHHH; 

6. Ilocjie fleMOHiaaca hjih yHmiToaceHHH, npoBeaennoro b cooTBeT- 
ctbhh c npHjiaraeMHMH IIpopeflypaMH, coopyuceHHH, ocTaraipeCH Ha crap- 
TOBbix no3Mi[HHx MBP Ha3eMHoro <5a3HpoBaHHH, a i arose noflBOflHbie /ioskh 
M oryi 1 no ycMoipeiiHio Ciopon Hcrio.)iB30BaTBCH fljia pejieM, ho npoiHBO- 
penaipx iiojioeohhhm Bpeivieimoro comaieiiMH h IIpoiOKOJia k Hewy; 

7. IIocpe^CTBOM CBoeBpeMeHHbix h cooiBeTCTByroipx npope^yp 
CiopoHbi yBe/j.OMJimoT flpyr apyra 0 KOjureeCTBe h THne nyCKOBbix 
ycia'HOBOK, Ha kotophx flOMOHiaa hjih yHraorceHHe 3aBepmeHbi h 
riaxosHTCH b craflHH ocymecTBJieHMH, a Taroxo 0 KOjim-iecTBG nyCKOBbix 
yCTailOBOK, HCn0JiB30BaHHHX flJIfl saMeHH; H 

8. KoJinnecTBO noflBO^Hbix jlorok c da ji ji hc t mh e c k hm m paiceraMH, 
OflHOBpeMemio naxosHinnxcn b nocppoftKe m npe^nasHaneHHbix b KanecrBe 
saMeiibi, He dysei npeBbimaTL itojiiwecTBa, coBMeoiHMoro c HopMajiLiiLiM 
rpa$HK 0 M CipOHTeJIBCTBa. nos HOpMaJILHbIM rpa$HK0M CTpOKTOJIBCTBa 

CeKpei.HO 
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noHHMaeTca rpa$WK, c obmcc y mm c ripomnofi mjiw huiicuihg^ npaxTHKOft 
C'rpoMTejiLCxBa y Ka^oM mb C-eo'poH. 

HacTOHipifi Udotokoji m rtpi-uiaraeMbie il popery pti BCTynaioi b CMy 
c MOiu'eHTa no/inMcaHi-iH sannoro flpoToicojia w oct3.iotch b CMjie tia ne 
pHo,i( fleKCTBMH BpeMeHHoro corjianjeHMa, m nocTORHHaa KOncyjiLTa- 
TMBHaa komkcchh Moster no CBoeMy yCMOTpGHHio bhochtb b mix nonpaB 

KB* 


CoBepmeHO roaa b ropo^e leHeBe b #syx 

aKseMnjiapax, Kasflbifi Ha pyccj.coM h aHrjmliCKOM asbiicax, npKqeii 
ooa BeiccTa hmgiot o^tHaKOByio cnjiy. 


npeflci'aBH’rejiB 

Corosa COBeTCKHX CoqMaJIHCTHHSCKHX 
PecnydxHK 


npe^craBHTejiB 
CoeflMHeHHblX fflTaTOB 
AMepHKH 


C e k p e t h o 
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Coup e T H 0 


nPiflJlOSEHl/iE 


nOCTOfl HHAfe KOHCy JiLTA TIE HAH K 0 MMCCI.H 

nporaypbi, PEryjiHpyjumME bameh y, aemohtai im ynmomiME 
Iri yBEflOMjiEHHE 0 HEX, m CJPA TEH'H ECKEX HACTXriATEJiLHblX : 

BOOPyiEHM 


I. Odma e 

1. Jim- i saivieHH Ha nyCKOBbie ycsaHOBXM dajumcTMqeCKHx paxes 
coBpeMGHHLix aTOMHbix noflBO^HHx jiOflOK, b npeaejiax ypoBHeft, ycTa- 
H0BJI6HHHX #JIH KaifflOM M3 Cl’OpOH, MOryS M C FI 0 Jl B 3 OB 8. T L C H nyCKOBH© 

yC Tail OB KM M e KK 0 H T H II e H T a Ji B H LIX daJDIMCTMqeCKHX paxes ( iviEP ) HaSGMHO — 
ro daaHpoBaiiMH ciapbix shiiob, pa3BepnyTnx flo 1964 rosa, nyCKOBiie 
yCTanoBKM dajiJiMCTMqecKMx panes jiiodux aTOMHbix noflBOflHnx jiosok, a : 
TaKJKG nyCKOBLie yCSaHOBXH COBpeMGHIiHX daJIJIMCTMqeCKMX paxeT 3H3GKB- 
HblX nOflBOflHHX JTOflOK. 

2. C OB p GM eHHLIM M da JDI MC T MqeC KMMM paxesaMH nOSBO^HblX JIOflOK 
cqMTaioTCH : ^jih CoeflMHenHbix UItotob - paxesu, yCTaiiOBJieHHbie Ha 
scex aTOMHbix noflBOfliibix xoflxax; #jih CoBeTCKoro Coio 3 a - paKGTbi Toro 
Tana, KOTopbie ycTaHOBJieiibi na aTOMHbix noflBOflHbix JioaKax, BBe#eHHbix 
b doGBoib cocTas nocjie 1965 rofla, a saxae ajih odeux CsopoH - daJiJiM' 
CTuqeCKHe paxesu no.ziBO.qHbix jio^ok, BnepBbie npomefliiiMe jieTHbie MCribH 

saHHH nocjio 1965 ro^a h ycTaHOBJiemibie na JiiodoS noflBOflHoft jioaxe 
HesaBHCHMO ot ee Tuna. 

3. llyCKOBbie ycsaHOBXH csapnx dajuiHOSimecKHx paneT Ha awsejiB- 
hhx noflBOflHtix JioflKax He MoryT McnojiBsoBaTBCH fljiH qeneft 3aMem>i, 
npesycMOTpeHHbix npoTOicojiOM x BpeMeHHOMy corjiameHMio o neKOTopbix 
Mepax b odjiacTM orpaHiraeHHH cspaseriraecxHx HacTynaTejiBHbix Boopy- 
aeHHfl . 

4. fleMOHsa* mjim yiiMqToieHHe 3aMeHflewBix nycKOBbix yCTaHOBOK 
HaqMHaeTCH ne no3flHee aaTLi Haqajia Mopexoamix HcnusaHHft noTtBo^HOM 
jioflKM, npeflHasHaqeHHOM b KaqecrBe saMeiibi. HaqajioM seMOHsasca mjim 
yHMHTOHceHMH nycxoBoM yCTaHOBKM MEP HBXHescH naqajio BunojiHenMH 
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jnoooro ms MeponpMHTwK, yKasauHRX m«e b Pa 3 fleae n. HanajioM ^e~ 
MOiiTaKa HJiH yHWX'OJiCGHMH riO&BOflHOfi iiOflKu C <5 aJIJiHC T ec KKMK pRKG- 
iaMii Jim o' o nycKOBOii ycianosKti BP IDi hbjihctch nan an o BLinojiHSHiin. 
jnoooro M3 Meponpiiaiiiil, yKaaaHHHX nnne b Pasflejie ffl. 

5. llanajiOM Mopexo^iibix ncnmanHM nosBosHoii jio^km c daiumciM- 

HOCKHMH paKeTaMM, IT p G 7b H 3 3 H a H 0 H H 0 M 15 KaHGCIBG 3310111!, HBJIH6TCH 


Ttaia, Kor^a tskoh noflBOflHan iiosna Bnepsae coBepuiaei njiaBaHwe 

OBOHM XOflOM BH6 rO.BaKM IIJiM nOpTa, V'J\Q npOK8BO#HJIHC£ nOCipOMKa 
mjih ocHauteHue no&BOflHoft jio,h,km # 

6. yBeflOMJieHHe o seMomaute mjih yUwiTonteHHH 3aMeriHeMBix 
nyCKOBbix yciaHOBOK MBP m nyOKOBHx yciaHOBOK (5aJiJiHCTiwecKHX panel 
nojzpjoflHHx iiOjbOK npoH 3 B 03 HTCH CroponaMM flsa pa 3a b ro s b Hanane 
peryJIHpHHX CeCCMM IIOCTOHHBOfl KOHC yjlBTa I iiBHOM KOMMCCMM nO CpaKTII- 
aecicoMy coctohhiiio na Hanajio saniiow cecciik Komhccliii 3a nepHo# co 
BpoMeim nocjieTiHero y b e $ o m ji e h mh , npeflCTaBJieHHoro b Kommccmm. B 

y b e # o m ji e ii mii y k a 3 li b a B t c h : 

a) KOJiiriyecTBO ii hot nyCKOBbix ycTaiiOBOK MBP. (HeaamHmeHHan 
ii jin uiaxriiaH nycKOBaa yCTauoBKa MBP), pasBepHyiax so 1964 ro^a, 
ii KOJiiiqecTBO nyCKOBbix yciaHOBOK daJuiiiciMqeCKiix paKGi no^BOSHbix 
JIOflOK, Ha KOTOpbIX TbeMOIITai MJIH yilMHIOieHIie 3aBGpaiGHH II HaxOflHTCH 
B CttaflMH OCymeCIBJIGHtia, 

B) KOJiMHGCTBO nyCKOBbix yciaHOBOic dajijiiiciMHeCKiix panel Ha 
no/bBOfliibix jiosKax, Koiopbie HanaJiii uopexosHne iicnbuaHMH ii npea- 
HasHaneHLi b icanedne 3aMeHH; h 

c) KOjiMneciBO nyCKOBbix yciaHOBOK MBP ii nyCKOBbix yciaHOBOic 
dajiJiHCiMtiecKiix panel noflBOflHbix jiotjok 113 niicjia seMOHiiipoBamibix 
mjih yHMHioneHHbix, Koiopbie dbuiM McnojiB30BaHbi TbJiH saMenbi Ha 
nycKOBbie yc laHOBKM dajuiMCTHqecKHx panel ooBpeMeHHHx aiOMHHx 
nOffiBOflHUX JIOflOK. 

7. Ka^an Ciopona mohcgt Ha ,zi,odpoBOjiBHofi ocuoBe soiiojihhtb 
yBeflOMjieHMH apyrmjH CBCTbe iimhmm, ecjin ona coniei, mo ohm Heodxo- 
SMMbi flKH odecneneiiMH yBepeiiHocm b BbniojmeiiMM npMHHibix no Bpe- 
MeHHOMy corjianieHHK) odH3aiejiBCiB. 


C e k p e 1 11 0 
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n. npOITG.irypH jeMOHTOKIcl Mil YH MM BOB GH KOB HX 

JoyaHCBoic' IkhF' MfeMnoro"" 6 a' 3 :pb:ifaii|)R , ' qa JeHfleHMX 
n yCKO BbiM K' yc fa h ob Kiilrf bPHIjr 

1. Bo Bcex cjiynanx npii npoBe^enm-i ^eMOHTaaa hjih yHireTosenHH 
BunojiHHioTCH cmesyiOLpe MeponpKHTiifi: 

a) yaajieHHe co crapiOBoa no3HiiHH aanaca panel m mx Komno- 
HeHTOB, rOiiOBKHX MOOTCM M IIOflBHMHOrO OiJO'pyflOBaHHfl; H 

Jo) flOMOHTaa CTaLTHonapHoro nycKOBoro ooopyaoBaHMH, no^BeKHO- 
TpancnopTHoro 0 d 0 p y s 0 b a h hh h sanpasOMHoro 0 (5 0 py ,a 0 b a h kh » cbh 3 an- 
no ro 0 nyCKOBOi/i yCTanoBicoH w HaxoflHmerocH na CTapTOBOfi noaMpKK, 
a Taicwe ysajieiiMe ucero seMonTHpoBamioro odopysoBaHHa co cmapTO- 

Bon no3HUHH. no, 'A nyCKOBHM odopyaoBaHMeM noHMMaioiCH ciictgmh, 

KOMnoiieiiTH m npn(5opH, HeodxoaHMbie fljiH npoBe^eiiHH nyCKa paxeTbi. 

2 . B 0 TH 0 IIIGHMM II 030 ill I'l ii| 0 H HLIX CTapTOBHX IT 03 WIJ;HW B flOnOJIHOEHe 
k MeponpwHTMHM, nepeMMCjieiiHLiM b nynxie I, ocymeCTBJiHiOTCH cjiejyio- 
mne MeponpHHTHH: 

a) yqaCTKH ciapTOBbix nmoujaaox fluaMeipoM no MeiiMtei! Mope b 
20 MeTpoB c peHipoM, naxo^fiipiMCH na ciapiOBOM done, k nyHXTH 
(dyHKepu) ynpaBJiGKHH nycxoM panel npHBOflHica b HenpuroflHoe jjih 
MC ii0jiB30BaHHH coctohhhg nyiroM #eMOHTaaa i-ijih pa3pymeHHn ? 

£) eMKOCTM -J\J IH XpaHOHHfl TOnJIHBa fleMOHTMpylOTCfl M V^aJIfilOTCH 
CO CTapTOBOM n03HEtHH; M 

c) oOjiomki'I pa3pymeHHbix ynacTKOB ci’apTOBHx miomaflox m nyHKTOB 
(dyHKepoB) ynpaBJieiiMH nycitoM paxeT, a laxie $yHflaM8HTH eMKociefi 
fljm xpanoHHH Tonjinsa MoryT o'mtl yaaneiibi, a no McmeMenMK mecin 
MecnpeB Mec'Ba, r^e ohm HaxoflMnncB, MoryT dbiTL 3acbinaHbi 3eMjieft. 

3. B 0TH0IH8HHM IIiaxTHbIX CTapTOBHX nO3HIlH0, B flOnOKHeHIae K 
Mspo npMH t hhm , nepeMMCjieHHbr;.! b nynKie I, ocymecrBJiHioTCH cjiesyiomMe 
MeponpHHTKH l 

a) 3aiifHiHHe xpbiiiiM maxi, pejiLcm 3amHTHHx Kpbim, rasooTBoaHHe 
xaHajibi, uiaxTHbie craxaHbi m oromoBXH max a- ^eMOHTnpyioTCH mjih 
yiiMETOflCaioTCn, a ^eMoninpoBaHUbie komhohghth ysajiaioBCH co CTapiro- 

BOM n03XlAHH; M 

I} nocjie' npOBe^eunn MeponpwHTMM, npeflyCMOipeHHbix Bbime b 
noflnyiiKTe "a", maxibi ocTaBjmioTCH otkphtumh b TeneHMe mom Meca-? 
peB, nocjie nero Moryi teB 3acbinaHbi sewjieft. 
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4. Ilocjie ocymeci’BJieHiis seLioHTaxa- mjii a yHHqiroEceHHH b coot- 
bssctbhh c BtiiiieyKasaiiHHMH njpouo^ypaMM coopyiiceHHH, ocTaromnocH na 
crapTOBbix noaiiiTMHx MEP, lie h c n o ji b 3 yio 10 h ajih xpanenwH, otfcjiyacn- 
BanMH kjih nyCKa JviEP, ho Moryy no yCMOippenmo CiopoH m c n 0 jl b 3 0 b 0 . t b — 
ch ^.TiH aejiOM, He ripoTMBopenaipx nojioxceiiMHM BpeMemioro coraaueHKH 
h npoTOKOjia k neMy. 


5. MOHTas mjim yHHqTOieHi-ie saMemieMMx nyCKOBHX ycTanoBOK 
MBP aaBepmaeiCH He no3iice, hgm nepea HQTLipe Mecniia nocxe nanajia 
MopexoflHHx HonHTaHHfi no^BOfliiofi noflKH ; upeflHasHUHeHHoa b KanecTEe 
saMCHH. 


111. flponeaypLi aeMOHTawa- mjtm yrnwroneiiM H no aBOgntix 
Jo'Mok c oajuiHgf iwieQicMMK jDaKefaiTii Ii_ n yCK OBHX 
ycgalioBOK BF'TDiP IpPeHH eMlBTHOiuili m nbfl BoaHHMH 
jiOTpiaHM c dajiliKCTTiTOCKH: paK'eweaiPH h ntyciToBHMH 
ycPanoBKaMH' HP~ID1 “ 

I. JlyiH fleMOHiaaca kjih yHmioseHMH noaBOflHtix jiosok c danjiH- 
CTHqecKHMK paKeiaMH h nyCKOBbix yCTQHOBOK BP IIP npH eMJieMtiM 11 hbjih- 
iotch cjiesyioniKe npope^ypu, ocymeCTBjmeMbie no, a, otkphthm HefloK, 

M3 KOTOpbIX ICaiflaR M3 CTOpOH M0W6T flejiai'B BBI(5op: 

a) upeBpa^eHHe b MeiajHiOJioM nosBO^Hon jio^km m ee nyCKOBHX 
yciaHOBOK. IIpeBpameHHe b MeTajuiojioM iipesycMaipMBaeT KaiiMTajiBHyio 
pa3(5opKy; 

P) yaajieiiMe paxeTHoro OTceica no^BO^Hott jioskm; 
g) fleMOHTan nyCKOBHX yciaHOBOK daJumcTMnecKMx paiier CTapbix 
aiOMHbix no^BO^Hbix JioflOK, y KOTopbix BepxHMe nacBM paKeiHbix nyCKO- 
bhx maxi BLixoflHT b orpaiRfleHKe maxi, MOJKei ocymeciBJiHTBCfl TaKKe 
nyi’eM chhtmh panesHbix nycnoBbix inaxT BMecTe c orpaataeHHeM rnaxT 
h TeMM nac thmm jierKoro m npoHHoro KopnycoB Has paKemci oTcexoM, 
B KOTOpbIX HaXOflHTCH BC6 BLIXOflbl paKGTHHX nyCKOBbIX maxi. 

npomibiM Kopnyc m jierKMfi Kopnyc Moryj (5 litb BOGCTaHOBJieHH 
Hyx'eM BBapMBaHMH HOBbIX CeKIJHM, He HMeWlUHX BbIXOflOB paKeEHbIX nyc- 
k os bix rnaxT h paneTHbix jiiokob. Orpawflenwe pydKM m najiyda woryi 
dbITB MOflMcjMHMpOBaHbl T3KHM 0C)pa30M, HTOdbl COXpaHHJIMCB MOpeXOflHbie . 
KaneciBa iioaboshom jio^km. 

CeKpeTHO !■ 

H 'b t # H h S 
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£'Z, Jleiviomas nosEO/p-ibix jioflOK o daaaHCTKtiecKHim paKeTami 

m nyCKOBux ycsanoBOK BP Dji |rp0M3B03MTCfi aa Haxo^HmnxcH b ynasaH- 

* 

hhx pafloHax KpynHLix Beponx, na kotophx ocymecTBJiflGTCH CTpoMTeoiB- 
ctbo, ocnameHae vum KanatrajiMibiia peiiOKT cysoB. 7 * 

jT 2 . fleMOHiai'c hjih yHHqi’omme saMenneMLix no;pofliibix jiosoic 
c dajiJiwCTi/iqecxi/iMH paKeTauH, T ocymeCTBJiHeiiMe b cootbctcibhii c 
nepeqi'iejieHHbiMK npoqesypaMM, npoMSBoajiTCH b yKa 33 .HHbix paiOKax//* - 


. IIpii jnodoM K 3 BapwaHTOB flewoHTasa jiiokh nyCKOBHX uiax:s 


ociaioTCH oTKpbiiHMH b tghghmg Bcero nGptiosa sGMOHTaia, a paicem 
m ocfopyflOBaHwa sjih nyCKa paKOT ysajiHiOTCH. 

4 . jiioo'oe mb yKaaanHHx Bbmie m 0 p 0 n p e h t k 3 3 aBepiuaeiCH ne nosate, 
hgm qepe 3 meciB MecHpes nociio nanajia Mopexoflmix HcnuacaHES nos- 
BOflHOfi jioskh, npesnasHaneHnoa b KaneciBe saMeHH. 


iy. npo negypu 3aM6HH nosBoanoR jioski-i £ dajninc^rqec3:M;,in 
^aiceTafcfMr noriiSliieT B“Moue kjiI' T idily hIimigIT noEpeSsenne , 
MCKJ iW ai ome e~ peMOHg ? ” ~ ' 

B tom cjiyqae, ecjiM nosBosHan jiosKa c da ji a mct mh gc kemh paiceuaME 
rndHGT b Mope hjim nojiyqaei iiobpgesghhg, HCKjuoqaiomee pgmoht, to 
T aixan nosBOsnan nosKa moegt dbiTB saMenena spyrow nosBOflHOH jiogKOii 
0 dajuiHCTMqecKMMM paiccTaMM b cootbgtctbmk c HMKecjieayjonHii: 

a) spyran CiopoHa yBesoMJiHGTCK b IloCTOHHHOfi k 0 h c yji b t a t mbh ofi 
KOMMCCMM 0 rMOejIM MJIH nOBpGJtflGHHH; 

2 )) kojimhgctbo nyCKOBbix yCTa.HOBOK Ha nosBOflHOK J1031CG.C da/i- 
jiMCTMqecKMMM paKeiaMM, npe£Ha 3 HaqeHH 0 fi b KaneCTBe saMGHH, hg 
npMBOsMT k npoBbiuieiii'iio odmcro KOjinnccTBa nyCKOBbix yciaHOBOK, pa3- 
pemeiiHoro BpcMomibiM corjiauieHHGM h IIpotokojiom k HGMy; m 

c) noBpGHseHHan nosBOSHan jiosKa c dajumOTMqGCKHMH pa kg t an h 

SGMOHTMpyGTCH MJIM yiiEHTOKaGTCH B COOTBGICTBHM C Pa 3 # 6 JI 0 M 111 Iia- 

CTOHmHX IlpOpGSyp. 


^ II "peflji ok en mg aM g pwKan ckom ciopoHM 

2 IIpGSJIO}XGHMG COBGTCKOM CTOpOHbl. 


* 


CGKpeTHO 

o t:;p P p j 

KJ Lv I \S— * 
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Joint _Dra ft Text 
Pre l lmi nar i I y Ay reed 
by^C amrri i s sTorie r s 
June' 57 197 ^ 

Tckct cOBMecTfloro nposKTa, 
n pa ssa p to jib ho' go f jia c O-sa h~ 

Hbll "ilpp'C Ta .BHT6JIHM M ' 

*5“ mjohh TSOT'ro )Ia ' 


HOCTOflHHAfi KQHC y JIBTA TMbHAft KOA 


iipol™ P bi , PEryjiMP^ioj^iE smm ."P&ohtai mm miwtoiehme 

M imOMJimm 0 H1/1X , M H CMCTEM HPO M MX KOmFIOHEHTOP 


B C00TB6TC TBKH C II0JI0S6HMHMK H B QCyflieCTBJieHHe #0.r0B0pa 
Messy C0KJ30M COBGTCKHX C 0 I#I 3 JI HOT H HOC KM X PecnydjIHK M CoeSHHGHHfcl- 
MH OlTaTaMH AMGpMKH 0d OrpaHHHGHKM CWOT0M npOTMBOpa KeTHOfi odopo- 
hli ot 26 Man I&72 rosa h CorjiaooBaHHHx saHBJiGHHH b cbh 3 m c 3 tmm 
/J, oroBopoM ynacTByioipie b hgm Ctopohh, b paMKax Hoctohhhoh KOHcyjiB- 
T3THBKOM komhcchh, corjiacnjiHCB o npopesypax* peryjrapyioiHx saMGHy, 
seMOHTas hjih yHHHToseHHe h ysesoivuieHHe o hhx, sjih cmctgm HPO h 
MX KOMnOHSHTOB, 0 rp3 HMH e H HbIX 3TWI florOBOpOM s K3K OHM C^OpiUyJIMpO- 
Baiibl B npHJIOseHHH K HaCTQflmGMy ripOTOKOJiy, KOTOpoe HBJIHGTCH HGOTBeM 
JI6M0M HaOTBK) 3T0P0 IlpOTOKOJia. 

CTOpOHM C03?JiaCHJIMCB TaKMe 0 CSesyiODIHX Odipx p y K OB 0 SH II|MX 

noaioaeHHflx: 

I 6 npHjiaraeMbie Ilpopesypn npHMeHHioTCH tojibko b othouighmm 

CHCTeM HJIH MX KOMIIOHeHTOB, SOMeHHGMblX M seMOHTHpyeMHX HJIH yHHH- 
TOaaeMbix b cootbgtctbmm c nojioaeHHSMH AoroBopa; 

2. Jliodan 3 aivieHa chct 0 m HPO mjim hx komhohghtob ocymeciBjiHeTCH 
Ha ocHOBanHH CTaTLH yn floroBopa, a Tarae cooTBeTc TsyiomHx 
CorjiacoBaHHbix 3 aHBJieHH$; aeMOHiaa hjih yHHHToaeHHe cHcieM HPO mjj.h 
HX KOMnOIieHTOB CBepx KOJIHHeCTB HJIH BHe pafiOHOB, OnpesejieHHHX 
floroBopoM, ocymecTBjiHeTCH Ha ocHOBaiiHi/i CTaTLH yin ZioroBopa h 
cooTBeTCTByioLiiMx CorjiacoBaiiHHX 3 aHBJieiiHM; 


CeapeTHo 
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3. Upoije.sypH TtewoiiTaaa hjih yui/m. TO^ce hhh chc tgm II P0 hjih hx 


K0MII0H6HT0B j CBH3QHHLIG C OCyilieCTBJieHMeiil n0Jl0«eHH^ CTaTBH <YH ' * 

B OTHOUieHMH 32M6HH 3TKX CMC TOM ViJlll KX KOMITOHGHTOB H CT8TBM ylil 

/ioroBopa , ooecne^KBaio'i arax chctgm hjih ex KcunoHoE— 

tob, a Tame othochhimxch k =3tmm KownoHSHTaM coopyj&eKHH, sa 


wc K;nK) x i6HHeM coopyiemix Ha HcnuTaTejiLHbix nojiEroHax v b coctohhmg » 


MCKjno'aaiomee bosmojehoctl k c n o jib 3 ob a ii h h ex b pejisx UPO; odccne- 

HHBaiOT B03M0HCH0GTB OOHapjGlCQHMH H 3 IJM 0 H 3 JI B H HM M T G XK HH 3 C KHM H 
cpescxBaMM noBTopHoro pasBepTbisaiiMH sehsoETHpoBamibix hjih yHnn- 
TOaceHHHX e#MHHp; HBJIHDTCH TaKKJviH s HTO BpeMff, HGOdxOflHMOe J3.HH 
noBTopnoro passepTbiBaHHH btmx ne diuio dn 3Ba hmtgjibho 

MGHBIIie , HCIv] BpGMHj HeodxOftHMOG ftJIH HOBOrO CT pOHTejIBCTBQ | 8 

Taioxe HCKxioaaioT HeonpaBflaHHue 3asepMKn b saMOHTaae mjih y huh to- 


jnennH ; 

4. IIpope^ypH 3aMeiibi m ^eivioiiTaiKa hjih y hhhtodechmh $opMyjiHpy- 
I 0 TCH OTflGJIBIIO flJIH H83GMHbIX H IU3XTHHX IiyCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK npOTH- 
BOpaKGT H £JIH paflHOJIOKapHOHJIHX CT8 HD;hM I1P0; 

5. npopesypu saMeHti m sewonTasca mjih yHHHTOscGHMH o(5ecnew~ 

BaiOT B 03 M 0 KH 0 GTL C 00 TB 6 TCT By 101118 r 0 KOHTpOJIH H 3 HMOH 8 JIBHBIMH TGXHM— 
TI 0 CKEMB CpeSGTBaMH B COOTBGTCTBMM CO CsaTBeft XII #OrOBOpa,° 

6. riocjie fleii/ioHTaaca hjih yromoseHEH, npoBe^GHiioro b coot- 
B6T0TBHH c npnjiaraGMbiMH Ii popery pa mm, coopyjsGHHa, ocTaioiUMecH 

Ha CTapTOBbIX n03HUHHX 11P0 HJIH Ha n03HU,MHX pa S H 0 J1 OK a p H 0 H HBIX CTaH- 
HHM riPO, MoryT no ycMOTpeiiHio CiopoH McnojiLSOBaTBCH sjih pejieri s 
hg npoTHBope^amax nonoieHHHM floroBopa h cooTBeTCTByiOLpx Corjia- 

COBaHHHX 33HBJIGHHM J H 

7. IIOCpeflCTBOM CBOGBpGMGHHbIX H COOTBGTCTByiOmHX npOIieflyp 
Ctopohh yBGflOMjiHDT apyr flpyra o KOjinnecTBe m Twne (HaaeMHaa 
hjih maxTHan) nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK npo tmbo pa k g t m o koji-hhggtbg 
paflKOJIOKapHOHHHX CTaHIIHM II PO, Ha KOTOPHX SGMOHT33K HJIH yHHHTOKG- 
IIHG SaBepiIlCHbl H HaXOflHTCH B CTaflHH OCymeCTBJIGHHH, a TaKSCe 0 
KOJIHHGCTBe IiyOKOBbIX yCTaHOBOK npOTHBOpa KGT H paSMOJIOKan;HOHHbIX 
CTaHHHM IlPOy HCn0JIL30BaiIIIHX flJIH 3aMeHH. 


c 




e k p e t h o 
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IlacTOHDiMM flpoTOKO.'i h FtpMjia raeMuo - UpoiteaypH BorynaioT b 
CHJ[ y C MOMGHT8 nOfllTMCaHKfl t\2H!HOrO IlpOTOKOJia H OCTSiQTCH 3 Ci'IJie 

Ha nepaos fleikcTBiia /ioroEop® s k fiocioaKHaa kohc yat ia t hb H a a 

KOMMCCHH M03X.GT HO CEO e by ytiMOTpCHWB BHOCMTB B HHX nonpaSKi-I. 


CoBepmeHO 


ro/ia b ropo^e lenese b ;n;Byx 


sKseivmjiapax, kskc^biM Ha pyccKOM n aarjiHMCKOM H3biKax, npiaqeivi 
o(5a TCKcia hmokt oflHHaKOBy® cmiy. 


Ilpe^cTaBHTejiB 

C0K)3a COBGTGKMX COHHaJlMCTHqeCKHX 
PecnydjiHK 


npeflpiaBHTejTB 
CoeSHHCHHKX UlTaTOB 
AuepHKH 


C e 



K P G T H 0 
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II PM Ji Ojiiiii HI4 



nOOTOHHII Ah K OHC .V jf&T ATMBKA 

HPOpEiyPE s PEmiiPHiiME MMOWhi MM yHMqTOIEHKB K 
0 MiX, Klih CMCTEivi IlPO M MX .KO&lIIQHiSHTOB 


I. 


IlycK OBHG ycTanosKH npoTKBo panel na KCiibiTaTeji: 
nojiin oHax CBepx objichH' : x' KO'jigq0~c tb 


X) 


nz Lv 


I. xiaaeMHbie nycKOBbie ycTanoBKn n othocheiggch k hmm odopy^o- 
B3HH6 yaaJIHBTCH 00 CTapTOBbJX IIOSHpUS, *& BCH HaCT'B CTS.pTOBOii njIO- 
ma^KH, 3ciHML3a6MaH CT0HK0M nydKOBOM yCTQHOBKH H apwarypOM, aCMOlI- 
rHpyeTCH kjim pa3pyuiacTCH= Oo'jiomkh CTapTOBOM njioma^KH MoryT dbiTB 
y^ajiGHH, a no KCTeneumi uigctk MecnpeB sto MecTO mom; t 6 htl sacbi- 


nano 3 gmjigm. 


2 e liiaXTHblG nyCKOBblG yCTailOBKIl llpIIBOSHTCH B HGnpMrOflHOG 
flJiH. HCnOJlBSOBaHHH COCTOflHMG ByTGiv] flGMOHTaia HJIH y HHnTOJKGHMH 
MX HaflSGMHLIX KOHC TpyKU,HW H OI-OJIOBKOB, a T3K2Ce nyTGM yflaJIGHMH 
HanpaBJiHKimux. OdjiOMKM liiaxTHbix nycKOBbix ycTanosoK MoryT dbiTB 
yflajieiibi, a no HCTenenun iugcth mgchpgb maxTH MoryT dbiTB 
sacbinaiibi seMjiefi. 

3. ^Ka 3 aHHbie b nyHKTax I h 2 MoponpHHTnn no flGMOHTajKy hjih 
yHHnTOJKOHMlO 3 aB 6 pmaiOTCH HG n 03 HG, nGM n 0 pe 3 Tpn MGCflna C MOMGH- 
Ta hx nanajia. 


4. COOpyscGHMH j OTHOCfllUMGCH K flGMQHTi/ipOBailHblM HJIM yHEPITOJ-CGH- 
HbiM nycKOBtiM ycTaHOBKaM npo tub opa k g t na n c n h t a t g ji b hh x nojwroHax, 
Moryi 1 no ycMOTpei-mio Ciopon ncnojiBsoBaTBcn sjih pejieM, He npoTHBO- 
penaipix iiqjiohghmhm Aoronopa od orpaHHqeHMH cmctgm ILPO h coot- 
BeTCTByioiHx CorjiacosaHiibix 38HBiieHMM. 

5. yneflOwmeHMe o 3aBepiuoiiMH MeponpinmiH, npesycMOTpeimbix 
B nyHKTax I M 2, np0M3B0,Zi,MTCH B IlOCTOHHHOfi KOHC yjIBT 3 THBH 0 £i 
komhcchh #Ba pa3a b ro# no cjjaKTMnecKOMy coctohhhk) na Hanajio 
peryjiHpHon ceccnH Kommccmh. 


C G k p e T h 0 
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II • COOpyjrOHKH ItFU H8 (tfc 3 8 bia;/] fJvIHT’fiOM 


I. MeTajumv.ecKHe cropscjiii apMaiyps 3S3 hhm Pjig cpesa-iGTCH. 

o^ailKH i'J.i.G 9 flJIH KOTC'PJOX uUJjO y%Q Ha^STO BOSBOSeilHe CTOH 
OCT3BJIH1QTCH HOnpWK PHTHMIi B MX HCoaBOpliiOHHOM COGTOflHHH B TOHOHI'iO 


uiecTH weoHueB, nocjie tjero om u oryT Plitl sacHnaHH seMjiein 

3. CoopyxceHHH fljin nycKCBHX ycxaHOBOK, a TaKse Bjianm -K/iO, 
flJIfi KOTOptiX G'KJIII SaBOplilOKbl GTpOIlTejIBCTBOM JIMliJB ^yH^aMSHThlj 
sacunaBTCH 30 tsJien. 


4. OcymecTBjraeTCH pa 3 p a b h mb a h m o hombh Ha Been yqacTKe, 
a C T p 0 M T 6 JIB H bl 6 MaiepnajIW yflaJIHK)TCH. 

5. PaooTH no flOMOHTaiy hjim yKMnTOiSHMio HanMHaioTCH kg 
110310 5 MOM nep03 BieCTB MOCHpaB ITOCJie COrJiaCOBaHHH HaCTOHmHX 
npopesyp. 

6. yBOflOHJieHMe o saBepmeHMM BumeyKasaHHux m op onpHHT mm upo- 

M3B0SMTCH B IlOGTOflHHOM KO HC y,7IB T3 TMBHQ M KOMHCCKH. 


C e 

ty 


K p e T H 0 
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see 

Session .ill, 
A- i-49 


US/USSR STANDING <3 

FiSULTATIVE CO 

EMISSION 


Meeting,- 

June 4, 1974 



Soviet Mil 

: si on, Geneva 


Persons Present 




Mr. Graybeal 

Brig 

. Gen. Ustinov 


Brig. Gen. Georgi 

cMr . 

Karpov 


Col. (Piet.) FitzGerald 

Mr . 

Yereskovsky 


•Mr. Anderson 

Col. 

Belyanin 


Cdr. Atkinson 

Capt 

« Kuznetsov 


Lt. Col. DeSimone 

Mi' . 

Marchuk ( I 11 1 e rp re 

ter) 

Lt. Cdr. Martin 

Capt 

. Korobchenko 


Mr. Arensburger 

/ 

V 

Mi 1 i t a r y In t e rp re 

ter) 


(Interpreter) 



Commi s s lone r Ustinov opened the meeting by welcoming 
’Component and” gave~the floor to Mr. Graybeal. 


the 


Commissioner Graybe al said that the Working Group on 
NotifXcatXonJ under” the able- leadership of Deputy Commissioners 
Karpov and Georgiy had again demonstrated our ability to 
resolve very complex issues.' He said it was his understanding 
that agreement had been reached in the Working Group on wording 
for the various sections in the two Protocols and Procedures 
dealing with notification. The text of those paragraphs had 
been conformed by our Executive Secretaries, and he believed 
they could be considered "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners. 
Graybeal then provided Ustinov w r lth a copy of the English - 
language text of those paragraphs (Attachment No. 1). 


General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and, reading from a pre- 
pared text, said that the Working Group under Deputy Commission 
Georgi and Karpov had completed its assigned task of working ou 
mutually agreed formulations with respect to notification 
yesterday, June 3> and noted the appropriate four paragraph 
numbers. He said that we should express our gratitude to the 
Working Group for the successful completion of its work on the 
complex subject of notificat ion, which had appeared to be one 
of our most difficult problems. He stated that like Graybeal, 
he believed that the formulations presented today could be con- 
sidered preliminarily agreed by Commissioners, with the usual 
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understanding that either side could introduce changes or 
amendments if it were considered necessary. With that, he 
handed over to Graybeal a copy of the Russia.n-langu.age text 
(Attachment No. 2). 

Mr. Grayb eal said that he thought .this was a significant 
mile sTorie ”on ’ the road toward working out the mutually agreed 
procedures called for by the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement 
and. its Protocol. Through the efforts of the Working Group, ha 
said, we have achieved solutions in the net interest of both our 
countries . 

He concluded by stating, that the U.S. side had no further 
comments or statements to make this morning. 

General Us tin ov said he fully shared Graybeal' s opinion that 
the wbrk~"done" in the Working Group was a considerable success in 
our mutual work; it facilitated to a significant degree success- 
ful completion of the procedures for dismantling or destruction 
with respect to both strategic offensive arms and ABM systems 
and other components. 

He said the Soviet side had nothing additional for 
this morning's meeting either, and suggested that it be 
adjourned and that the Commissioners and their deputies con- 
tinue their work in the informal post-meeting atmosphere. 

Mr. G ray beal accepted Ustinov's suggestion. 

Gene ral Ust in ov adjourned the meeting at 11:25 a.m. 


Attachments : 

1. English-language text of notification paragraphs, 
June 4, 1974 

2. Russian-language text of notification paragraphs, 
June 4, 1974 


Drafted 


X 


by : FPDeSimone : bd 


J&M 

Approved by :SNGi#Iybeal 
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. ! .• < i T-. t Draft Text 

l’/e ; xininariiy Agreed by _Commissi one 

June 4 , ’ 1.9 if 4 " 


NOTIFICATION 

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


.Protocol. Pa r agra p h 7 

7. Through timely end appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of 
launchers on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of launchers 
used for replacement; and 


Procedures Paragr ap h 1 . 6 

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and launchers for ballistic missiles on 
submarines, being replaced, shall be given by the Parties 
twice annually at the beginning of regular sessions of 
the Standing Consultative Commission, reflecting the actual 
status as of the beginning of that session of the Commission 
and covering the period since the last report in the 
Commission. The notification shall contain: 

(a) the number and type of ICBM launchers (soft or 
silo ICBM launcher), deployed prior to 1964, and the number 
of launchers for ballistic missiles on submarines, on which 
dismantling or destruction has been completed and is in 
process ; 
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(b) the number of '.'launchers for ballistic missiles 
on replacement submarines; which have begun sea trials; 

(c) the number of a CBM launchers and launchers for 
ballistic missiles on submarines, out of the number 

fry 

dismantled or destroyed,* which have been replaced by 
launchers for ballistic missiles on modern nuclear-powered 
submarines . 

PROC EDURES FOR ABM SYSTEM S A ND THEIR COMPONENTS 
Prot oco l, Para graph 7 

7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and of the number 
of ABM radars on which dismantling or destruction has been 
completed and is in process, and of the number of ABM 
launchers and ABM radars used for replacement. 

Procedures 3 Paragraph 1.3 

5. Notification of the completion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in the 
Standing Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting 
the actual status as of the beginning of a regular session 
of the ■ Commission. 
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U o K i o T ii o J’usie 4 , i <#4 


(Notification Paragraphs ) 


Tgkct coBHecTHoro npoeKTa, 
n pe t\ a ap m Tea b ho go raa c osa r- 
HUM JipeSC TOBHTejTHMH 

4 HK>'iH 1974 r 0 , 74 a 

W. CTPATjjrMqjL'oAiX liACT ^IiAlBJlBHbiX BOOK / ISHKlk . 

n pOTOK OJI g n yH KT 7 

7. Flocpe^cTBOM CBoeapeMOHHHx. m cooiBeTCTByromux npopeayp 
CTOpoi-m yBesoMjiHraT spy r spyra 0 KOjinnccTBe h Time nycKOBbix 
ycTanoBOK, Ha kotophx aeMOHTaa hjih yHHqi’oaeHHe aaBepineHu h 


HaXOflflTCH B CTaflHM OCymeCTBJKiHMH, a TaKie 0 KOJIMHeCTBG nyCKOBHX 
ycTaHOBOK, HcriojiBSOBaHHHx fljut 3aMeHbr; H 
riponezi yp bu Bag&gJi i 9 nyHKT 6 

6. JBeflOMjieHHe 0 fleMOHTaae hjih yi-iHHTOsceHHM 3aM6HHeMHX 
nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK Eb'P M nyCKQBHX yOTaHOBOK 03J1JIHC THHeCKMX 
paKeT noflBOflHbix jiosok npoH3BDflHTCH CTOpOHaMH 3 Ba pasa b rojt b 
nanajie peryjiapHbix ceccMii HoctohhhoM KoncyjiBTaTKBHoM kommcchh 
no $aKTMHecKOMy coctohhhio 11 a nanajio #aHHOM csccmh Kommcchh 3 a 
nepHOfl co BpeivioHM riocjie#Hero yBesoMjieHHH, npeflCTaBjieHiioro b 
Komhccmm. £ yseflOMjieHMH yKaatiBaioTcn; 

a) KojiMnecTBO m TMn nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK MEP (HesamMinemiaH 
HJIH niaxTHan nycKOBan yciaHOBKa MEP), pa3BepnyTbix ao IS64 rosa , 

H KOJIHHGCTBO nyCKOBbIX yCTaHOBOK CtaJIJIHCTMHGCKHX paKeT nOflBOflHbIX 
jioaoKj na kotophx fleMOHTaa hjih y h mh t ojkg h ho 3aBepmeHbi h naxojiHTCH 
b CTaflHM ocymecTBjieiiHH; 

it) KOJinnecTBO nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK dajuiHCTHHecKMx paxeT Ha 

n 0 S B 04iAppcoyR^f^>^eie^? <2j9ft4/o i/|i^ a g^-i©ppj(9^^^AOpg4pf§^p^[ -% n p e 


HasHaneiibi b KanocTBO saiieHH: 
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o) KOjiwqecTBO nyCKOBHX yCTSHOBOK HEP m nycKOBfcix ycranoucK 
(SajijiHOTH^ecKnx pane? no^BO^nux jio^ok hs qi'icjia aeMQ hi upon aiiEiix 
mvi yHEtiToacenHux, Koiopue cImjim l c nox b 3 o b a h h /pH shmshh na 
nyCKOBbie ycTaiiOBKM dajuiHCTi^iecKKx panel eoEpeMemibix aioMHHX 

nOflBO^HHX JIOSOIC. 


nvommu zujh chctem npo w mx komiiohshtqb 


np OTQ K Qji, n yHH T 7 

7. IIocpeflCTBOM c b o SB peu eHKHx m cootb eTCTByioiHHx npope^yp 
Ctopohh yBe^OMJiHjQT $pyr spyra o KOJiHqecTBe h nine (naseMHaa 
mjih uiaxTHaa) nyCKOBHX yciaHOBOK npoTHBopaneT m o KOJiEtqeciBe 
paflHOJIOKailHOHHHX CTaHpMM IIPO, Ha KOTOpHX SeMOH-TSE HJIH yHMHTOEO- 
HHe aaBepmeHBi h HaxoflHTCH b ciaflMH ocymecTBJieHHH, a TaKwe o 
KOJIMqeCTBe nyCKOBHX yCTaHOBOK npOTHBOpaKCT H paSHOJIOKayHOKHBIX 
CTaHIJMW IIPO, HCn0JIB30BaHHbIX SJIH saMeHH. 


Hpone.ayp H, Paaaeji I, nyHKi 5 

5. XBeflOMjieHMe o 3aBepinenMH MeponpHHinS, npeflyCMorpemiLix 
B nyHKTax I M 2, np0M3B0SHTGH B IlOCTOHHHOH KOHCyjlBTaiHBHOjt 
komhcchh flBa pa3a b ro# no (JaKTwqecKOMy coctohhhio Ha naqajio 
peryjiapHOH cggchh Kommcchh. 
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secret/exdis 


see 

Session III 

A- 240 


US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting, May 28, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal 
Brig. Gen. Georgi 
Col (Ret.) FitzGerald 
Mr. Anderson 
Cdr. Atkinson 
Lt. Col. DeSimone 
Lt. Cdr. Martin 
Mr. Smith 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Karpov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col. Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov ( Interpreter ) 

Capt . Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Ustinov welcomed the US Component and opened 
the meeting. He then stated that the Working Group which had been 
established to consider "naval matters" had completed its work 
with respect to reaching agreement on an Agreed Interpretation 
of Some Terms Pertaining to the Dismantling of Ballistic -Missile 
Submarines and S.LBM Launchers. He said this work had been done 
in accordance with the provisions of Para. 7 of the SCC Regula- 
tions, with the goal of ensuring uniform understanding by both 
sides of those terms. The Soviet Component proceeds from the 
premise that the document which has been worked out and agreed 
upon is an internal SCC document which must be entered into the 
record of today’s meeting. Ustinov concluded by proposing that 
he and Graybeal initial the document, which had been done in two 
copies each in the English and Russian languages, both copies 
being equally authentic. 

Commissioner Graybeal said that he was in complete agreement 
with Ustinov's statement. He believed that the work of the 
Working Group on the "Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms" had 
been a useful exercise, and that in accord with Para. 7 of the 
Regulations, it should be entered into the record of SCC pro- 
ceedings. He said he was prepared to initial the document. 


SECRET/EXDIS 

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



4 . 

Approved For ^gjease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP8OTOO43540OO4OOO1OOO1-2 


SECKET/EXDIS 


The SCO Commissioners initialed the documents and exchanged 
them' in accord with normal procedures (Attachment No. 1). 

Mr . Graybeal , having been given the floor by Ustinov, 
delivered til s prepared coMnenis on Para. Section 111 oi ne 
offensive Procedures (Attachment No. 2) . 


General Ustinov said that he fully agreed with the compli- 
ment Graybeal had paid to the Chairmen and the members of the 
Working Group, and with his evaluation of the work which had 
been done, specifically with respect to the agreement achieved 
on Para. TII.l of the offensive Procedures. He staced that he. 
also agreed with Graybeal 1 s remark that we. appeared to be nearing 
completion of the work required to accomplish our task m con- 
nection with the "naval issues." 


On the question of Para. III. 4, he said, we had two formula- 
tions on the table— the Soviet proposal of May 10 and the US 
proposal of May 17- He hoped that the Soviet side would soon . 
be able to comment on that US proposal, which was currently being 
given most careful consideration. 


However, he concluded, in addition to the problem remaining 
in Section III, we had a no less important problem, and in the 
Soviet view a more complex one, before us. He said he was 
referring to the notification issue, which was reflected in 
Para. 7 of both Protocols and in Para. 1.6 and Para. 1.5 ot the 
offensive Procedures and ABM Procedures respectively. He said 
the Soviet side, on May l4, had proposed a formulation for. 

Para. 6 of the offensive Procedures, and he hoped the US side 
would soon be able to comment on this Soviet proposal so that 
our work could move forward. 


Mr. Graybeal said that he did, indeed, have some comments 
to make on that Soviet proposal concerning notification pro- 
cedures, and. delivered his prepared comments (Attachment No. 3). 
He also tabled the US Working Document containing proposed 
language for the paragraphs on notification in both sets of 
Procedures (Attachment No. 4). 

General Ustinov said that the Soviet side had listened with 
most careful attention to Graybeal *s statement and proposal 
-^j_th respect to notification, and that they would be studied 
most carefully. He said he would like to propose, to accelerate 
work on this problem, that we utilize the good experience we 
had had in the Working Group on SLBM submarine and launcher 
dismantling or destruction, and establish a working group to 
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study notification questions and find mutually acceptable 
solutions. By doing so* we could gain time, he said, and he 
thought that General Georgi and Mr. Karpov would not decline 
to head up such a working group. 

Mr. Graybeal stated that he would give careful study to the 
proposal to establish a working group, and respond at an early 
time. He said that though we certainly recognized the capabil- 
ities of our Deputy Commiss ioners , it was his belief that there 
was still some unfinished work with respect to Section III. He 
was not certain that we would want to burden Karpov and Georgi 
with an additional task; as an alternative, perhaps he,. 
Graybeal, and Ustinov could sit down and work the notification 
problem. In any case, he said, we would be in touch through our 
Executive Secretaries concerning Ustinov's proposal. 

General Ustinov agreed with that approach, said that the 
Soviet side had no additional matters to bring up, and asked 
whether the US side had any other business. 

Mr. Graybeal said that he had nothing further for this 
morning ' s meeting. 

General Ustinov said he thought that the next meeting of 
the SCC could be scheduled after the US side had decided upon 
its response to his proposal for establishing a working group. 
However, should we decide that the next meeting would be an 
SCC meeting, that would take place on Friday, May 31. 

Mr. Graybeal agreed. 

General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:50 a.m. 


Attachments : 

1. Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms Pertaining to the 
Dismantling of Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM 
Launchers, Agreed by Commissioners, May 28, 197^ Geneva 

2. Commissioner Graybeal 1 s Comments on Section III, Para. 1 
of Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms 

. Commissioner Graybeal' s Comments on Notification 
. US Working Document on Notification Procedures 


Drafted by^PDe Simone :bd 


Approved by :SNGrayfeeal 
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Attachment No . X 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - SECTION III, 

PARA. 1 OP PROCEDURES' FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

May 28, 1974 

1. Mr. Commissioner, on May 3, 1974, we established 
a Working Group to work out procedures for dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic -missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers and to clarify terminology associated with 
these procedures. Today, we have completed agreement 

on the terminology and exchanged documents thereon for 
the record. I am advised that the Working Group has 
made significant progress on resolving the "naval issues" 
in Section III. 

2. It is my understanding that the Working Group 
has effectively reached agreement on Section III, Para. 1. 
In this connection, it is recognized that final agreement 
on Section III, Para. 1 is contingent upon resolving 
Section III, Para. 4 along the lines proposed by the 

U.S. side on May 17, 1974. 
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3. Mr. Commissioner, Section III, paragraph 1 
provides for three alternative procedures from which 
each Party may choose for dismantling or destruction 
of ballistic -missile submarines and SLBM launchers. 

Should .either side choose to implement the procedure 

in Para. 1(b) calling for the removal of the submarine's 
missile section, it is understood that if the missile 
section is to be replaced, it will not be replaced by 
a new section of similar dimensions ; any replacement 
section must be significantly shorter in overall length 
than the missile section it replaces. Similarly, in 
implementing the procedures in Para. 1(c) it is understood 
that the dimensions and profile of any modified sail will 
be distinguishably different from those of the fairwater 
which was removed. 

4 . Mr. Commissioner, with the positive results 
being achieved in the Working Group, we appear to be 
nearing agreement on all the "naval issues" reflected 

in Section III. When we have reached agreement on Section III 
we will also have agreement on Section I, Para. 2, and thus 
on all aspects of the procedures for strategic offensive 

SECRET 
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arms and for ABM systems and their components "Preliminarily 
Agreed by Commissioners," except for those aspects dealing 
with notification. I want to compliment the Chairmen and 
the Soviet and U.S. members of the Working Group on both 
the constructive manner in which they approached the problem 
and the results achieved to date. 
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Attachment No. S 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - NOTIFICATION 

.May 28, 1974 

I 

1. Mr. Commissioner, as a result of a great amount 
of work done by both Components of the SCC involving 
direct, frank and businesslike discussions at all levels, 
we appear to be nearing successful resolution of our 
assigned task of working out the mutually agreed procedures 
called for by the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement 

and its Protocol with the exception of one major area -- 
namely, notification. 

2. Timely notification is recognized by both sides 
as a required part of the procedures for replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof; for 
strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and their 
components. This is reflected in Agreed Statement "K" 
to the Interim Agreement. 


II 

3. Mr. Commissioner, I must again make absolutely 
clear that the United States considers that certain prior 
notification measures would promote the implementation of 

SECRET 
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the provisions and objectives of the ABM Treaty and the 
Interim Agreement by reducing potential misunderstandings 
and uncertainties , would enhance the viability of these 
and future arms limitation agreements, and thereby 
contribute to continued improved relations between our 
two countries . The U.S. side believes that prior notifica- 
tion would result in significant benefits at little or no 
cost or effort, and at no risk to the security interests 
of either side. 

4. The Soviet side has not addressed the substance 
of the various U.S.' proposals ; rather, it has continually 
stated that any form of prior notification is unacceptable 
as a matter of principle. In my view, this has resulted 
in disappointing exchanges on the subject of notification, 
particularly when compared with the in-depth, direct and 
frank exchanges we have had on other subjects. The Soviet 
side has not engaged in direct and frank exchanges on the 
essence or substance of the various U.S. proposals on 
notification. 


Ill 

5. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side has carefully 
reviewed Soviet statements and proposals involving 
notification, including the Soviet proposal of May 14 

SECRET 
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for Para. 1.6 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 

In the interest of finding a mutually acceptable solution 
to this one remaining issue, today I am tabling a Working 
Document of the U.S. SCO Component which fully takes into 
account the views and proposals of both sides, and provides 
a satisfactory solution to the overall notification problem. 

(Read and pass to Commissioner Ustinov Working Document. ) 

6. Mr. Commissioner, you will note that the new 
language for Para. 1.6 incorporates proposals and formulations 
previously suggested by each side. Specifically, the U.S. 
side has made a major move toward a solution to the notifica- 
tion issue by dropping the requirement for reporting on the 
number of replacement SLBM launchers on submarines which 

have been launched but have not yet begun sea trials. The 
U.S. side is willing to make this major change in Para. 1.6(b) 
provided the Soviet side accepts in principle the U.S. 
approach and proposed language for Para. 1.6(a) and for 
Para. 7 of the Protocol. 

7. You will also note that we have incorporated the 
Soviet proposal for Para. 1.6(c), although we consider such 
reporting unnecessary and somewhat overlapping with that 
reporting called for in other portions of Para. 1.6. 

SECRET 
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8. You will also note that we have accepted Soviet- 
proposed language for Para. 1.5 of the Procedures for ABM 
Systems and Their Components . 

9. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side has made a 
significant move today; one which takes full account of 
Soviet views and proposals, and which is designed to provide 
a mutually acceptable solution to the one remaining issue, 

IV 

10. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side has now removed 
from its proposed notification procedures all requirements 
for notification that could possibly be construed to be 
"prior notification." This U.S. proposal provides for a 
mutually acceptable solution to the notification issue in 
the Procedures we are currently charged with working out. 

11. Mr. Commissioner, I fail to understand the reluctance 
of the Soviet side to provide in these Procedures for an 
exchange of information that would help meet the objectives 

of the SCC by reducing misunderstandings and uncertainties . 
Although the U.S. side has made this move to facilitate 
agreement on the procedures we are charged with working out, 
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the United States remains firmly convinced that prior 
notification measures are valuable in reducing potential 
mis understandings and uncertainties and in enhancing 
the viability of existing and future arms limitation 
agreements . 


SECRET 
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SECRET 

Working Document of 
U.S. SCC Component 
May 28, 1974 

NOTIFICATION 

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
Protocol, Paragraph 7 . 

"7 . Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of 
launchers on which dismantling or destruction is in process 
and the number of replacement launchers ; and" 

Procedures, Paragraph 1.6 . 

"6. Notification of replacement and dismantling or 
destruction activities shall be given at the beginning of 
each regular session of the Standing Consultative Commission, 
reflecting their status as of the beginning of that session 
and covering the period since the last report in the Commis- 
sion. The notification shall contain: 

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 

and for ballistic-missile launchers on older 
submarines, the number and type (silo ICBM 
launcher, soft ICBM launcher, or SLBM launcher) 

SECRET 
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on which dismantling or destruction is in 
process and the number and type on which 
dismantling or destruction action has been 
completed since the last report in the 
Commission. 

(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the number 
on submarines which have begun sea trials 
since the last report in the Commission. 

(c) The number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, out 
of the number on which dismantling or 
destruction has been completed, which have 
been replaced by launchers for ballistic 
missiles on modern nuclear -powered submarines 
since the last report in the Commission." 

PROCEDURES FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

Protocol, Paragraph 7 

"7. Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of 
ABM launchers and the number of ABM radars on which dis- 
mantling or destruction is in process, and the number of 
replacement ABM launchers and ABM radars . " 

SECRET 
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Procedures, Paragraph 1.3 

"5» Notification of the completion of the activities 
provided for in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be given in 
the Standing Consultative Commission twice annually 
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular 
session of the Commission." 


SECRET . 
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Attachment No . A • 

Geneva Agreed by Commissioners 

May 28, 1974 

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

AGREED INTERPRETATION OP SOME TERMS PERTAINING TO THE 
DISMANTLING OF BALLISTIC-MISSILE SUBMARINES AND SLBM LAUNCHERS 



To ensure uniform understanding of some terms pertaining 
to the dismantling of ballistic -missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers,, the Commissioners have agreed that, for the purposes 
of the provisions of Section. Ill of the Procedures for strategic 
offensive arms, the terms below shall mean: 

1. SAIL - the structure above the outer hull which encloses 
the bridge, conning tower, and retractable devices (antennas, 
periscopes, etc.). 

2. FAIRWATER - on submarines on which the upper parts of 
the missile launch tubes protrude into the enclosure which is 
adjacent to and an extension of the sail, the fairwater is the 
structure above the outer hull which immediately encloses the 
missile launch tubes. 


3. SUPERSTRUCTURE - on submarines on which the upper parts 
of the missile launch tubes do not protrude into the fairwater, 
the superstructure is the structure above the outer hull which 
encloses the missile launch tubes protruding out of the pressure 
hull . 


4. LAUNCH TUBE - the cylindrical structure which is welded 
to the pressure hull and encloses the missile, including the 
complete missile launcher. 
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CeKpeTHO 


r.IeHeBa 


CorjiacoBano IlpGflC TaBMieamm 
28 wan 1874 ro,qa 


IiOCTOHHHAfl KOHCyjiLTATMBHAfl KOMPCCMH 
COIMACOBAHHOE TOJIKgMHp HBKOTOPbK TEPIviMHOB, OTHOCflliildXCfl 

K nommwL jmo&c wummwmhi pakkSU 

M UyCKOBiaiX yCTAriOPOK BP HJi 


B yejiHx odecne^eHHH eflHHOo( 5 pa 3 Horo noHHMaHM HexoTopbix 
repivIMHOB, OTHOCflipxCfl K ^SMOHTajiCy n'OflBOflHNX JIOflOK C daJIJIHCTM- 
nGCKMMM paK6T3MH M nyCKOBbIX yCT3HOBOK BP 1IJI , lipG^CTaBIiTejIH CO— 
rjiacHjiHGB, qio iipiiMeHHiejiBHo K nojiO3K0HHHM Pa3fl6jia in Dpoi^esyp 
no CTpai'ernneoKHM HacrynaTejiBHbiM BOopyaeHBHM HaaecjiemyioiiiBe ! 

TepMHHH 03 HanaraT: i 


Io OrPAP/ipHiii!, pypKM — coopyjjiGHHS Has jierKMM KopnycoM , 
KOTopoe orpascsaer moctbk, doeByio py<5xy a BbiaBttscHbie ycTpoficitBa 
( aHTGHHti, nepaoKonH h T.n.). 

2. OIPAK.ZIEHiiE liiAXT - Ha noflBOflHHX jioflxax, Ha ko Topux 
Bepxime mcm paaemix nycKOBbix maxi bbixoaht b orpaafleHae, npa- 
MHKaromee k orpaacseHaio pydx a a HBjiHiomeecH npoflojiaeHnew orpaa^e- 
hmh pyta, orpajaeHHeM maxi oqaraeToa coopyacGHUG Has jigitchm 
K opnycoM, HenocpeaciBeHHO orpaacflaioinGG paaeTHue nycKOBbie maxTH. 


3* HA^CIPOMA - Ha no^BO^Hbix ao^Kax, Ha kotophx bgpxhmg 
T iac ™ paxGTHbix nycKOBbix uiaxT hg BbtxoflHT b orpaacmeHae maxT, 
HascTpOHKOii CHHTa gtch ooopyseHB© Has jierKMM KopnycoM, orpaaaa- 
lomGG paKGTHHG nycKOBHe uiaxTH, BBixoflHinKG H 3 npotiHoro K 0 pnyca o 


4 . IiyCKOBAfl IUAX'PA - KOHCTpyKpMH PHJIHHflpMHeCKOK (jpO pivl bl , KOTO- 
pa« BBapasaGTCH b npoqnbiM Kopnyc a orpajKflaGT paxeTy, bkjhoh 3 h 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 

DATE: May 21., 1974 

TIME: 1100 - 1240 

place: US Mission., Geneva 


SUBJECT: Working Group Meeting, May 21, 197^ 


PARTICIPANTS: US 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald 
Mr. R. A. Anderson 
Cdr. C„ Atkinson 
Lt. .Col. F. P. DeSimone 
Lt. Cdr. R. K. Martin 
Mr. P. Afanasenko 
(Interpreter) 


USSR 


Mr. 

V. P. Kar 

pov 

Mr. 

A » 0 • Y 6 re 

■eskovsky 

Capt. V. P. K 

.uznetsov 

Caj 

>t. Ye. G. 

Korobchenko 


(Military 

Interpreter) 

Mr. 

B. Yu. Ma 

rchuk 


(Interpreter) 


FitzGerald opened the meeting stating that in the continued 
absence of General Georgi he was pleased to welcome Karpov and hi 
colleagues of the Soviet Component of the Working Group to the 
premises of the US Mission. FitzGerald turned the floor over 
to Karpov. 

Karpov stated he would like to make a few comments regard- 
ing Para. III. 1(e) submitted by the US side at the previous 
meeting of the Working Group. He then gave a prepared state- 
ment (Attachment No. 1). 

FitzGerald stated the US side would take into account 
the remarks made by the Soviet side this morning and pay appro- 
priate attention to them. He added that on the part of the US 
side, he also had some comments to make. FitzGerald then read 
his prepared statement (Attachment No. 2). 

Karpov stated that he understood FitzGeral.d' s statement 
to be a concise and accurate historical review of the events 
which had taken place over the last two weeks. He asked "But 
what does it mean in terms of our effort to reach mutually 
agreed procedures?" 

FitzGerald stated that there was an old Latin saying which 
would be appropriate and for which there was a precise counter- 
part in Russian--" Repetition is the mother of learning." 
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FitzGerald stated that he thought the purpose of this so-called 
"historical review" was to indicate that, while both sides had 
made some contributions, the US Component feels its contributions 
have been more positive and more recent tnan those of the oovieu 
Component as regards reaching a solution for Section Hi. 

Karpov responded that his understanding was that the US 
side wanted to say that it had set forth everything and it is up 
to the Soviets to decide now. He stated he did not think tin 
situation is like this. Karpov pointed out that both side s^ had 
tried to introduce changes in its initial drafts and that ic 
seemed to him we had not exhausted the possibilities ±or further 
negotiation. He stated that he thought the solution of questions 
to Section III, particularly Para. 1, should be considered in 
the light of both sides searching for mutually acceptable solu- 
tions . It was not only up to the Soviet side to make further 
decisions; it was also up to the US side. Karpov then gave a. 
prepared statement (Attachment No. 3) and submitted a new Soviet 
proposal to renlace the US-proposed subparagraph (e) (Attachment 

No. 4). 

FitzGerald stated that his preliminary reaction. to the 
Soviet proposal is that it was a step in the right diiectioa. 
Karpov interjected that the Soviet side was moving to meet the 
US side "half-way." FitzGerald commented that any time either 
.side shows willingness to meet the other half-way, it is a sueo 
in the right direction. He would study the proposal more closely 
and discuss it with the US advisors during a break and Karpov 
and he might decide how they would proceed thereafter. 


that the 
remaining order 
next meeting, 
the Soviet Mis 


Following a 40-minute break, FitzGerald commented he believed 
advisors had had time for useful discussion and that the 
of business was to set a time and place for the 
FitzGerald proposed the next meeting be held at 
ion at 1100 hours on Friday, 24 May 1974 and that 
it would be a Working Group meeting. Karpov agreed. FitzGerald 
commented that the agenda would be as agreed in his private 
conversation with Karpov. (Comment; FitzGerald and Karpov 
had privately agreed that Friday’s meeting would be devoted to 
discussion of an agreed formulation for. the H-Class only para- 
graph which will, in the future, be called Para. ill. 1(c) . 

It was also agreed that the 


necessarily, table a 


Soviet side might also, but not 
counter-proposal for Pa,ra. III. 4). 
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Meeting adjourned at 1240. 


Attachments : 

1. Karpov Statement, May 21, 197^- 

2. Col. FitzGerald's Comments: Section III of Procedure 
for Strategic Offensive Arms 

3. Karpov's Second Statement, May 21, 1974 

4. Working Document of the Soviet SCO Component, 
Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, Section 
III, paragraph 1 


DRAFTED BY: 
R-RMintin : bd 



App rove d by; . ■ / / < ) 

C . G . Fi t z Ge r al d . - 
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Attachment Wo, 1 

KARPOV' STATEMENT, May 21, 1974 

The Soviet SCO Component has carefully studied 
the proposal for paragraph III. 1(e) (old designation) of 
the strategic offensive arms Procedures, tabled by the 
U.S. side at the May 17' Working Group meeting. 

Unfortunately, those changes which were introduced 
into the text of the May 10 , 1974 U.S. proposal on this 
very question, do not alter the essence of the U.S. 
side’s position on the question under discussion. There- 
fore, the new wording of the U.S. proposal, just as the 
previous wording, cannot be accepted by the Soviet side. 

We have already spoken on this subject and would 
like to emphasize once again: like the U.S. side, the 
Soviet Component of the SCC, in its consideration of 
questions pertaining to the scope of dismantling of sub- 
marines being replaced, fully takes into account the 
provisions of paragraph 3 of the strategic offensive arms 
Protocol, agreed by both sides, and is invariably guided 
by them. 

The Soviet SCC Component is convinced that the 
proposals it tabled for paragraph III. 1(d) (old designa- 
tion) of the strategic offensive arms Procedures are 
fully consistent with the criteria set forth in para- 
graph 3 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol. 
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I must say frankly that we have not. heard any 
convincing arguments from the U.S. side that could 
change our point of view on this question. 

At the same time, speaking of the scope of 
dismantling activities and the possibilities of using 
replaced submarines for purposes not inconsistent with 
the Interim Agreement, the U.S. approach to this appears 
to us to be academic and divorced from reality, and is 
thus inapplicable for solving those specific tasks which 
ensue from the provisions of the Interim Agreement with 
respect to the replacement of ballistic -missile submarines 
of older types by new submarines. 

First, the U.S. proposal is overloaded with provisions 
which in essence are unrelated to accomplishing the task 
of putting SLBM launchers on replaced submarines into a, 
condition that precludes the possibility of - their use for 
launching SLBMs, formulated in paragraph 3 of the strategic 
offensive arms Protocol. This applies, above all, to the 
provisions concerning hull liners and frame segments. 

I would think that the discussion of these questions 
at the previous meeting of the Working Group speaks for 
itself. 
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Second, both sides proceed from the premise that 
after dismantling activities are carried out in 
accordance with the agreed procedures, replaced sub- 
marines may, at the discretion of the sides, be used 
for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim Agreement 
and the Protocol thereto. But for one side or the other 
to have such an opportunity, the replaced submarine must 
not simply have its capability of being used for launching 
SLBMs removed, but must remain seaworthy. In this respect 
the U.S. proposals are unsatisfactory since in fact they 
ignore the necessity to realistically take into account 
the particular nature of the subject referred to in these 
specific procedures. 

And although the new wording of item 4 in subpara- 
graph (e) does contain some positive movement in the U.S. 
side’s position, on the whole it is not satisfactory from 
the point of view of what was said above. 
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Attachment No. 2 


COL. 


FITZGERALD ’ S C OMMEN TS 
FOR STRATEGIC 


SECTION III OF PROCEDURES 
OFFENSIVE ARMS 


Working Group Meeting 
May 21, 1974 

I 

1. Mr. Deputy Commissioner, we agreed at the May 17 
Working Group meeting to continue our exchange of views 

on the alternative proposals for ballistic-missile submarine 
and SLUM launcher dismantling. The U.S. side believes 
such exchanges are useful. 

2. At the SCC meetings on April 30 and May 7 > 
Commissioner Graybeal set forth the U.S. views regarding 
the procedures for dismantling or destruction of ballistic- 
missile submarines and SLBM launchers replaced by new 
ballistic -missile submarines and SLBM launchers. General 
Georgi and I, at Working Group meetings on May 10 and 

May 17^ respectively, elaborated on the details of the 
U.S. proposals, and made some preliminary observations 
regarding the Soviet proposal of May 10. 


o 
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II 

3. The U.S. side continues to believe that the U.S, 
proposals in the Strategic Offensive Arms Joint Draft 
Text of April 19* 1974, as revised by the U.S. side on 
April 30 and May 7 and in the Working Group, provide a 
firm basis for agreement on Section III. We are agreed 
that the task before us is to work out mutually agreed 
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or destruction 
and notification thereof for strategic offensive arms 
called for by the Interim Agreement and its Protocol. 

There is also complete agreement between us on the funda- 
mental point that the procedures for the dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic -missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers must satisfy the agreed criteria contained 
in Para. 3 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol. 

4. Mr. Deputy Commissioner, in SCC discussions on 
Section III of the strategic offensive arms Procedures, 
the U.S. side initially proposed three alternative 
procedures which we believe fully satisfy these agreed 
criteria. The Soviet side initially made one proposal 
which, in the U.S. view, did not adequately meet those 
criteria. The U.S. side studied the Soviet proposal as 
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it was explained during SCC II, and, in an effort to move 
negotiations forward, added a fourth proposal which would 
apply to one type of nuclear ballistic -missile submarine. 

The U.S. side believes this proposal meets the criteria 
the sides have agreed upon, when applied to this one type 
of nuclear ballistic-missile submarine. 

5. The U.S. side has made continued efforts during 
our discussions of Section III to move the negotiations 
forward toward the goal of achieving mutually agreed 
procedures. As a result of our discussions at SCC II 
and this session, - the U.S. side has proposed revised 
wording for the U.S. proposal in Para. 111.1(e) on April 30, 

May 10 and May 1-7 . On May 7, the U.S. side stated it was 
prepared to drop the requirements for "predesignated 
shipyards" and "agreed shipyards" in Paras. III. 1(b), 

(c) and (e), if we could reach agreement based on a new approach 
for solving this question. After the Soviet side explained 
its views and tabled its proposal in response to this new 
U.S. initiative, the U.S. side proposed an alternative 
Para. III. 4 on May 17 which takes into account the consid- 
erations set forth by the Soviet side. In addition, the 
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U.S. side withdrew Para.. III. 1(a) — the sinking option. 

Each of these actions has represented positive and 
significant movement by the U.S. side toward finding 
a solution to the complex problem in Section III. 

6. On April 30 the Soviet side tabled a revised 
proposal for ballistic -missile submarine and SLBM launcher 
dismantling. The U.S. side considered this revision a 
step forward in our efforts to reach mutually agreed 
procedures for Section III. However, as Commissioner 
Graybeal remarked in his statement on Mar" 7 , the U.S. 
side did not find' this proposal acceptable as replacement 
for Para. III. 1(e) of the April 19, 1974 Joint Draft Text. 

Ill 

7. Mr. Deputy Commissioner, at the May 10 Working 
Group meeting. General Georgi stated that the U.S. side 
would carefully study any Soviet-proposed formulations 

to resolve issues remaining in Section III. If the Soviet 
side has additional clarifications or modifications to 
its May 10 proposal, the U.S. side will give them the 
same careful consideration that is being given to that 
proposal. 
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Att a_c hment No, 3 
KARPOV’S SECOND STATEMENT 

May 21, 1974 


At the last Working Group meeting the U.S. side 
expressed a view according to which the main objection to 
the Soviet proposal for paragraph III. 1(d) is that it is 
intended for not one but for various types of submarines. 
We also understood the remarks of the U.S. side to mean 
that on condition that the Soviet proposal be applied to 
only one certain type of submarine, the U.S. side would be 
prepared to regard the Soviet proposal for subpara- 
graph (d) more favorably. 

We remain convinced that the May 10, 1974 proposal 
of the Soviet SCC Component for subparagraph (d) is 
fully consistent with the criteria agreed by us, as well 
as with the tasks before us in the matter of working out 
adequate procedures. 

At the same time, desiring to facilitate achievement 
of a mutually acceptable understanding on questions of the 
dismantling of submarines being replaced, the Soviet side 
is in principle prepared to consider the possibility of 
applying the procedures it proposed on May 10, 1974 
(subparagraph (d)) to only one type of submarine, namely, 
nuclear-powered ballistic -missile submarines of older types 
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We are prepared to consider such a solution on 
condition that the U.S. side agree in principle to the 
substance of the Soviet proposal regarding the scope of 
dismantling of submarines being replaced, and to provisions 
designed to ensure the possibility of using replaced sub- 
marines for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim 
Agreement . 

In the event the sides agree in principle to such a 
solution, specific formulations could be discussed further 
in order to work them out in detail on a mutually 
acceptable basis/ 
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Attachment No ._ 4 

Of ficia l tran slation 
Working Document of the 
Soviet SCC Component 
May 21 , 1974 

PROCED URES FOR ST RAT EGIC O FFENSIVE !_ARMS 
Section III, paragraph 1 

(d) Dismantling of ballistic missile launchers on 
older nuclear-powered submarines may also be accomplished 
by removing 5 in the open, the missile launch tubes 
together with the fairwater and those sections of the 
outer hull and pressure hull above the missile compart- 
ment which contain all of the penetrations for the 
missile launch tubes. 

The pressure hull and outer hull may be restored 
by welding into place new sections without missile launch 
tube penetrations or missile hatches. The sail and the 
deck may be put in a condition ensuring that the sub- 
marine remains seaworthy when used for purposes not 
inconsistent with the Interim Agreement. 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 

date: May 17? 1974 

TIME: 1100-1325 Hours 


place: Soviet Mission,, Geneva 
subject: Working Group Meeting* May 17? 1974 

PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 


Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald 
Mr. R. A. Anderson 
Cmdr . G . Atkins on 
Lt. Col. F. P. DeSimone 
Lt. Cmdr. R. K. Martin 
Mr. P. Afanasenko 
(Interpreter) 


Mr. V. P. Karpov 
Mr. A. S. Yereskovsky 
Capt. V. P. Kuznetsov 
Mr. Ye. N. Kochetkov 
(Interpreter) 


Karpov opened the meeting of the Working Group and turned 
the floor over to FitzGerald. 

FitzGerald thanked Karpov. He began by recalling that, 
at the last meeting of the working group on 10 May headed by 
Georgi and Karpov, Karpov had made a suggestion that the time 
for long speeches and repetition of old arguments as such is 
over. FitzGerald stated he intended to proceed directly to the 
task at hand. He said he would like to submit for the consider- 
ation of the Soviet side two working documents of the US SCC 
Component which have to do with two paragraphs of -Section III 
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 

FitzGerald. handed over the first U.S. document--a revised 
proposal for paragraph III. 1(e) (Attachment No. 1). He stated 
that in looking over the document the Soviet side would see the 
U.S. Component had made two changes to our earlier proposal for 
that paragraph and without reading the entire document he wanted 
to call Karpov's attention to the changes which had been me.de. 

First of all he stated that, inasmuch as we have not had a response 
(FitzGerald commented that this was not a criticism of the Soviet 
side as it had not yet had a chance to respond ) to Graybeal's 
proposal of May l4 to delete paragraph III. 1(a) the U.S. side 
has kept the same paragraph number--!. e. , (e). FitzGerald stated 
this was also a practical matter- -changing the paragraph letters 
would confuse people in both Washington and Moscow. 
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FitzGerald continued, that as for the changes which we have 
introduced to our earlier document there are two. First., the 
term "hull liner" is added within the parenthesis in sub- 
paragraph (2). This is done on the basis of discussion within 
the FitzGerald/Yereskovsky working group and since we appear 
to have a common understanding on these terms, the U.S. side 
thought it appropriate to add the term "hull liner" to our 
proposal. Second, FitzGerald called the attention of the Soviet 
Component of the working group to sub-paragraph ( 4 ) . FitzGerald 
stated that, having in mind certain comments and questions 
raised by Karpov at the last meeting (May 10) of the working 
group, the U.S. side has made a change which we believe goes 
a considerable distance to answer the questions asked of General 
Georgi. 

FitzGerald stated he believed that our naval experts, 
Kuznetsov, Atkinson, and Martin, could agree the new wording 
in paragraph ( 4 ) does much to restore the seaworthiness of the 
submarine which has been dismantled. 

FitzGerald asked Karpov if he had any comments or questions 
on the revised U.S. proposal for paragraph 111.1(e). Karpov 
stated that he did have some questions. 

Karpov stated that, first, as far as he understands, the 
U.S. side continues to insist that this procedure should be 
applicable only to submarines constructed prior to 1965. 

FitzGerald responded that fundamentally that is true, adding 
that, as General Georgi had pointed out, the procedure set forth 
in (e) applies only to one class--for submarines whose missile 
launch tubes protrude into the fairwater. FitzGerald stated 
Georgi had also indicated that, as far as the specific date is 
concerned, it would appear to the U.S. side that, if there could 
be a meeting of the minds regarding types of submarines, it 
would be a relatively easy problem to reach an agreement regarding 
dates . 

Karpov stated that in this connection he wanted to invite 
attention to the Soviet proposal set forth on May 10. He stated 
that in the Soviet proposed procedures for paragraph III. 1(d) 
the provisions are equally applicable to all types of submarines. 
He stated that the point in this respect is that in Section III 
the procedures should be alternative procedures applicable to 
all types of submarines covered by the Interim Agreement and 
Protocol. Karpov pointed out that at the last formal meeting 
Graybeal had mentioned that the U.S. proposed procedures were 
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alte.rnatives and, at the same time, Graybeal indicated a 
procedure could he formulated for one separate class. Karpov 
stated that he didn’t quite see the logic of the U.S. proposals. 
He said "if we do agree there should he alternative procedures, 
then we should, also agree that procedures should he appricaole 
to all types of submarines covered under the Interim Agreement 
and Protocol. " He added that two of the U.S. proposals are 
alternatives ; the other is not an alternative but a procedure 
for only one type of submarine. 


Karpov stated the Soviet side bases its view on the need 
to work out procedures for Section III. He said the Soviet 
proposal dated May 10 is formulated to cover submarines whose 
missile tubes protrude into fairwater and submarines whose 
missile tubes protrude into the superstructure. Karpov pointed 
out this could bo scon in the very first phr&sc ox ths ^oviot 
proposal for paragraph III. 1(d). 

Karpov stated he wanted to pose a direct question. He ^ 
asked "What does the U.S. find unacceptable in this proposal? 
Atkinson stated the answer to that was the same today as the 
answer General Georgi gave at the last meeting of the working 
group. Karpov responded that he didn't pose that question to 
Georgi, so the answer couldn't be the same. 

FitzGerald stated he believed the sides are agreed that two 
criteria must be met in any dismantling or destruction procedure 
These two criteria are well known; they are that the procedures 
must be verifiable and that the procedure should preclude a 
rapid reactivation time. FitzGerald said the U.S. side has 
proposed from the beginning of our discussions three alternative 
procedures which we believe fully meet both criteria. He stated 
that the Soviet side initially made a proposal which the U.S. 
side did not consider adequately met either criteria. However, 
in an effort to move negotiations forward, the U.S. side had 
made a close study of the Soviet proposal, as explained during 
SCC-II, and had added a fourth proposal which the U.S. says can 
apply to one class of submarines but to no other. The U.S. side 
believes this proposal meets the verification, and reactivation 
time criteria, which the sides have agreed upon. 

Karpov stated that he was in full agreement with the U.S. 
side that we do have agreed criteria and that agreed criteria 
must be the foundation of the specific procedures. Karpov said, 
however, he did not understand why the U.S. proposals met the 


Approved For Release 2004/(^lp3^/\5gge^DT00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For R^pase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP8OTOO435Ag$04OOO1OOO1-2 


■SEC RET /EX P IS 

_4_ 

criteria but that the Soviet proposal does not. He asked what 
might be the problem with the Soviet proposal- -is the problem 
that the Soviet proposal would apply both to submarines whose 
missile tubes protrude into the fairwater and to those whose 
missile tubes do not. 

Martin referred to the revised U.S. proposal for paragraph 
III. 1(e) as tabled today and .stated that if the Soviet side 
restored the submarine under .this proposal it would be equally 
clear to both sides that the submarine could no longer be capable 
of carrying ballistic-missile launchers. This is so because 
there is a clearly visible area aft of the sail, which we have 
been calling fairwater, which is no longer there. Martin stated 
that there was not the same assurance with restoration of a 
submarine whose "outer hull" would be restored above the area 
where ballistic -missile launchers had protruded into the pressure 
hull. Once this was done there could not be the same assurance, 
as with the other class, that the submarine would not be capable 
of carrying ballistic -missile launchers. 

Karpov stated he did not quite see how it affects the problem 
of verification and asked what is the difference between the types? 

Martin pointed out, for example, that if the Soviet procedure 
were followed just the simple matter of counting submarines which 
carry ballistic missiles and those which do not would be difficult. 

Karpov stated that, if he understood it, on submarines where 
missiles do not protrude into the fairwater, the '"sail" has 
nothing to do with missile launch tubes. What counts, he stated, 
is the superstructure and the outline of the superstructure . He 
stated it is not clear, when the missile launch tubes, outer hull 
and pressure hull have been removed and the submarine is restored 
by placing sections without penetrations for missile launch tubes 
and decking, why the difference is not detectable by national 
technical means . He stated that although he was not a naval expert 
it was his understanding of the problem that he really could not 
see any real convincing arguments against the Soviet proposal 
which applies to both types of submarines, either from the stand- 
point of verification or reactivation time. 

Karpov invited the U.S. side's attention again to the 
proposal of the Soviet side, tabled May 10. He stated the 
Soviet side continues to believe this proposal meets to a full 
degree the agreed criteria as well as the purposes and goals 
for Section III of the Procedures. He added that, of course, 
the Soviet side would yet another time give careful attention 
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to the U.S. proposal. Talking frankly * however, he stated he 
saw no difference in the proposal tabled today from what was 
already tabled before . 

Karpov stated he had some questions regarding the revised 
U.S. proposal for Para. III. 1(e). He stated he did not quite 
fully understand FitzGerald's early reference to discussion 
with Yereskovsky as a reason for including in sub-paragraph (2) 
of the proposal the term "hull liner." Karpov asked what is the 
connection between this and the discussion with Yereskovsky. 

FitzGerald stated he would attempt to answer Karpov’s 
question. First, he did not mean to imply that there had been 
any agreement between him and Yereskovsky to change wording in 
the proposals. He stated the U.S. side felt that given the 
substance of the conversations between our naval experts, if 
a dismantling or destruction procedure were to be adequate, it 
would have to include the term "hull liner." Again, he repeated 
he did not intend to imply agreement by Yereskovsky. 

To change formulations, Karpov stated that in this respect 
he had a question for the American naval experts that is: How 
can one remove from a submarine the launch tube and the hull 
crown plating without removing the hull liner? Atkinson 
responded that all three would come out and, as such, there 
should be no problem with including the additional term "hull 
liner." Karpov said that he was still not getting an answer to 
his question and asked again "is it possible to remove hull crown 
plating and launch tubes without removing the hull liner? 
FitzGerald stated, "No, to give you a short direct answer." 

Karpov responded that, if that was the case, he did not see the 
reason for making up things like this --the main point is that 
hull liners are removed. Atkinson repeated that, if that is 
the case, then there should be no problem in including the term 
"hull liner" in the list of things which are removed. 

Karpov stated that the reason we should not include the 
term "hull liner" is simple--lf we include this then we must 
include other things like "port side tube" and "starboard side 
tube," etc. Karpov commented that everything can be reduced to 
an absurdity. 

FitzGerald stated that in his view it was time to go on to 
other things which may help to clarify this item. FitzGerald 
stated that again he finds himself working backwards, which is a 
common feeling’ with him when dealing with Karpov; he also stated 
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that he had the same problem with substance as Karpov as he too 
was approaching this as a layman. FitzGerald suggested that., 
perhaps -when the sides begin discussing ABM radars, he may be 
able to participate as a specialist. FitzGerald stated that 
for the time being, in all these questions concerning the pro- 
posals of the two sides, he also must rely on advisors. As 
regards which proposal was better, clearly Karpov and he were 
getting difference advice from their naval experts . Karpov 
stated the Soviet side finds their information better. 

FitzGerald stated he wanted to return to Karpov's original 
question: 'that is, what portion of the Soviet proposal is of 
concern to the U.S. side--e.g., is it procedures which apply to 
all classes? FitzGerald stated that that was the fundamental 
issue between us --the Soviet proposal would apply to all classes y 
the U.S. side feels that our proposal, part of which the Soviet 
side has incorporated in its . proposal, could apply only to classes 
with ballistic -missile launchers which protrude into the fairwater. 
FitzGerald also commented that there is also the usual difference 
in approach — the U.S. side likes details (Karpov commented, 
"academics."). FitzGerald suggested that, if we could resolve 
the fundamental .issue, , we could probably resolve the other issues 
more readily. He commented that these are technical details and 
technicians have a way of reaching agreement as we have already 
seen in our discussions of terminology. FitzGerald stated to 
Karpov that he hoped this answered his question. 

Karpov stated that, in any case, he regarded it as a state- 
ment of the U.S. position. In this connection he wanted to ask 
a question regarding sub-paragraph ( 4 ) of the U.S. proposal for 
Para. III. 1(e). Karpov read sub -paragraph ( 4 ). 

Karpov stated that any submarine is designed to have a 
certain outline or profile and that in order to change it additional 
engineering work must be done and this will require additional 
expense --expense possibly beyond that required for dismantling. 

He asked "how acute is the need for this procedure in order to 
make the submarine unable to carry ballistic missiles?" He added 
that, as far as he understood submarine design on this type of 
submarine, besides the launch tubes, there might be other items 
aft of them that need to be enclosed during restoration- -these 
items might have nothing to do with launch tubes. He also asked 
that, if both sides agree missile launch tubes are removed and 
new sections of pressure hull without launch tube penetrations 
are welded back in, then it would seem we' would have agreement. 
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However, there would have to be an additional enclosure to cover 
the area aft of the tubes --otherwise the submarine would look 
something like a two-humped dromedary. 

FitzGerald asked Karpov to clarify that this equipment aft 
of the missile tubes on this type submarine was not related to 
launching missiles. Karpov stated that the equipment aft of the 
missile launch tubes in the fairwater was not connected with 
missile launch tubes. 

FitzGerald stated that the U.S . -proposed Para. 111.1(e)(4) 
is an effort to meet valid considerations which the Soviet side 
set forth to General. Georgi on May 10. As Georgi had indicated 
and as our naval experts have discussed, the question of 
restoration of the sail to make the submarine seaworthy is an 
engineering question--nevertheless , resolution of the question 
must be accomplished within the agreed criteria. Karpov responded 
that that was primarily the reason behind his question. FitzGerald 
responded that Para. III. 1(e) was an acceptable procedure in our 
point of view- -if Soviet engineers decided it would not be possible 
to make the submarine seaworthy without extending the sail 
completely over the area where the missile tubes had protruded, 
then the sides would indeed have a problem resolving this issue. 
FitzGerald commented that it was his view that both Soviet and 
U.S. naval engineers have vast expertise, knowledge and resource- 
fulness and that they should be able to solve the problem in a 
way that could meet the agreed criteria. 

Karpov suggested the Working Group take a break for refresh- 
ments. FitzGerald agreed. 

Following the break, FitzGerald began by stating that he 
would like to return to the second working document which the 
U.S. Component of the SCC wanted to submit to the Soviet side 
for its consideration today. Hie proposal, he stated, was a new 
form.ula.tion for Para. III. 4 for the Procedures for Strategic 
Offensive Arms. Karpov stated that he hoped the U.S. side had 
accepted the Soviet formulation. FitzGerald stated that the 
U.S. side did not quite accept it, but that we think we have met 
Soviet considerations by combining our earlier proposal with the 
proposal of the Soviets. He stated we believed we had reached 
a formulation close to what the two sides could agree on. 

FitzGerald handed over the document to Karpov (Attachment No. 2) 
and read the new wording. FitzGerald commented that he would like 
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to add that the "designated areas" which the U.S. side has in 
mind in the new proposal are those Ustinov had indicated in his 
statement of last week. FitzGerald added that, in his view, 
the new formulation speaks for itself quite well. 


Karpov responded that he was not so sure the specifics speak 
for themselves --he had some questions. First, what does the term 


"designated areas 
by the sides or is 


signify" 
there a 


--does it apply 
requirement to 


to areas already known 
supply additional "areas' 


for dismantling or destruction? FitzGerald responded that each 
side knew the areas referred to at the present time and at some 
time before the Procedures and Protocol are signed by Commissioners, 
it would be* necessary to reaffirm the areas mentioned by Ustinov 
last week. He added that in the future, if either side or both 
were to decide dismantling was to be accomplished in areas otheD' 
than those designated, there would be an obligation on the side 
making the choice to notify the other side. The side making the 
decision to accomplish dismantling in another area would not require 
the approval gf.tjjq second, pldg . to . do , so , nor 


place any restrictions on the firso si 




could the other side 


Karpov stated he had a second quest ion --what does the term 
"major shipyards" mean? FitzGerald responded that the term means, 
in essence, a shipyard which is of such a size as to be capable 
of handling, docking and overhauling the type of submarine being 
dismantled or destroyed. Karpov stated that, if the Soviets have 
shipyards where dismantling can be performed and shipyards where 
dismantling cannot be performed, then we should not be talking 
about shipyards where dismantling cannot be performed. FitzGerald 
commented that we could attempt to adjust the wording to meet the 
desires of the Soviet side; we welcomed new suggestions the Soviet 
side might make. Karpov responded that he was still at the stage 
of asking questions to get the clear essence--the Soviet proposal 
was clear to the Soviet side and does not correspond to the U.S. 
proposal . 


FitzGerald commented that there was a basic difference 
between the two sides --the Soviet side had proposed there be a 
choice between shipyards and. areas for dismantling. He pointed 
out that it was not clear to the U.S. side whether "areas" 
involved shipyards as well. Karpov stated he would not attempt 
to answer such a question- -if there are no shipyards in an area 
then dismantling can't be done there. Karpov stated that the 
Soviet proposal really speaks for itself --the proposal is that 
dismantling be performed at existing shipyards known to both 
sides or in designated areas. The U.S. proposal just seemed to 
confuse the issue. 
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FitzGerald stated he would repeat his earlier stateinent--that 
is the Soviet propoca.,1 involved a choice whereby dismantling could 
be accomplished in existing shipyards or in designated areas 
(Karpov interjected "if we go beyond those areas"). FitzGerald 
commented the U.S. side had not understood that and that our 
wording makes it clear that other areas are shipyards. DeSimone 
commented that there could be confusion between the terms 
"shipyards" and "designated areas" in the Soviet-proposed language. 
He pointed out it was logical to assume that the other designated 
areas are also places where shipyards exist,, and therefore the 
U.S . -proposed wording provided for the same possibilities as did 
the Soviet proposal., but stated things much more precisely. There 
could be no question that dismantling would take place in shipyards 
known to both sides. 

Karpov stated he had a third question. He asked "What do 
you mean by the term 'ship construction?'" 

FitzGerald said that, if there were doubts as to the meaning 
of this expression, the U.S. side would be happy to add such a 
definition to the list of terms he and Yereskcvsky were compiling. 
He then gave the floor, to Atkinson. 

Atkinson answered that if the- Soviet side had allowed Capt. 
Mazerkin and himself to continue discussions on ship construction 
we would now know. Karpov stated he didn't recognize that there 
was much disagreement because the subject of ship- construction 
wasn't discussed. Martin pointed out that in SALT VII in Helsinki, 
the term "under construction," as it applied to submarines had 
been discussed by Capt. McLean and Admiral Sinetsky. He pointed 
out to Karpov that, if there were Soviet concern regarding 
definitions in the new U.S. proposed Para. III. 4, he would be 
glad to sit down at any time with Kuznetsov and work out coming 
to an agreement on what is meant by the terms. 

FitzGerald stated that he believed Atkinson could clarify 
the term "shipyard." Atkinson stated that a "shipyard" was any 
place that has enough depth of water which would handle the tonnage 
of an SSBN or larger. Atkinson commented that the wording in the 
new U.S. proposal tabled today was an attempt on our part to 
broaden the definition as the Soviets had apjjarently objected to 
the term "where ballistic -missile submarines are constructed" in 
our earlier formulation. FitzGerald pointed out that the U.S. 
side could, of course, go back to the term "ballistic-missile 
submarines" vice "ships --we had felt this- was one of the areas 
where the Soviet side had problems and that our new wording here 
could solve the problem. 
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Karpov stated that his questions were for clarification and 
added that now we have more or less an understanding of the U.S, 
side's position. He stated he had no other comments on the U.S, 
proposals; he wanted to do his homework and refrain from further 
comments. He added that, if 'we do agree to have another Working 
Group meeting., the Soviet side may discuss these new proposals 
then. Karpov then asked FitzGerald if he had any thoughts 
regarding another meeting of the Working Group. FitzGerald stated 
he did not --he felt the U.S. side ha,d made two worthwhile contri- 
butions. Karpov asked if FitzGerald believed x\ T e did not need to 
discuss Section III any further. FitzGerald stated that the U.S. 
side had in mind that, when the Working Group had been established, 
Ustinov had said one or two meetings of the Working Group would be 
sufficient to make recommendations to Commissioners. He added, 
however, that Karpov had mentioned the Soviet side had homework 
to do and suggested that maybe we do need one more meeting. 

Karpov stated that it would be agreeable to him to meet on 
Tuesday, May 21, to discuss all of these questions. Karpov stated 
that before this meeting ended he had two more items to address -- 
not in relation to the discussion today but on related subjects. 
First, regarding Para. III. 1(a) he had been instructed by Ustinov 
to accept the U.S. proposal to drop this paragraph. The second, 
regarding further discussion of submarine dismantling procedures , 
he wanted to come to an agreement on how to proceed with this 
question. He stated that, in fact, what we have are two sets 
of proposals --those proposed by the U.S. and those proposed by 
the Soviet Union. He stated that up to now, for some reason, 
our discussions have been limited, primarily to the proposals of 
the U.S. side. His suggestion was that, at our next meeting, we 
should exchange views not only on the U.S. proposal but also on 
the Soviet proposal tabled May 10. Karpov urged that the U.S. side 

give thought to the Soviet May 10 proposal and added that the fact 

the Soviet side has no idea, as to what the U.S. objections to the 

Soviet proposal are is a major stumbling block. He concluded 

stating we can now adjourn the meeting; his understanding being 
that we will meet again on Tuesday, the 21st at 11:00 o'clock. 

FitzGerald stated that, having in mind a Karpov-FitzGerald 
meeting in SCC-II, he trusted this would not be the second longest 
adjournment of a meeting; however, he would like to address Karpov's 
last statements in reverse order. First, FitzGerald thought the 
U.S. side had made clear its considerations on the Soviet proposal 
for Para,. III. 1(d). He commented that at the moment he could 
not think of anything more he could' say on the subject, but that 
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he would ask Cdrs. Atkinson and Martin to relook at the problem. 
He could* however* not promise that our views would be new ones. 
Second* FitzGerald also wanted to state he was pleased that 
Karpov on instructions from Ustinov had accepted the U.S. propos 
to delete Para. III. 1(a). 

FitzGerald commented with regard to the meeting of the 
Working Group on Tuesday that he would be happy to agree* with 
one qualification. That is* the U.S. side Is not yet certain 
whether Georgi will have returned* and asked if Karpov would not 
object to FitzGerald chair ing the meeting. Karpov commented he 
had "absolutely no objection." 

The meeting adjourned at 1325. 
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Working Document of 
US SCO Component 
May 1? , 197 ,l l- 

STRATRGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PRO CEDURES 
SECTION III ~ PARAGRA PH l(eT 

III. 1(e) for nuclear-powered ballistic missile sub- 
marines originally constructed prior to 1965 
whose ballistic missile launch tubes protrude 
into the fa.irwater, removing the missile launch 
tubes in the open as set forth below. 

(1) That entire part of the fairwater and 
outer hull above the missile compartment of 
the submarine shall be removed. 

(2) That section of the missile compartment 
pressure hull (hull crown plating, hull 
liners and frame segments) which contains 
all of the hull penetrations for the missile 
launch tubes, shall be removed. 

(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then 
be restored only by welding into place now 
sections without launch tube penetrations. 
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( 4 ) No fairwater isliall be replaced. The 

sail may be restored, but shall not extend 
beyond the former location of the forward 
edge of the forward missile launch tube. 
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Working Document o 
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STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PRO CEDURES 
SECTI O N I HljiMir 

III. 4. Ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM 
launcher dismantling shall be accomplished at major 
shipyards f located in designated area.s^ where ship 
construction * fitting out or major overhaul is 
carried out. 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GEN-EVA, SWITZERLAND 


DATE: May 15, 1974 
TIME: 1500 - l6lO 

PLACE: US Mission, Geneva 
subject: Working Group Meeting, May 15, 1974 

PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 

• Col. (Ret.) C, G. FitzGerald Mr, A. S. Yereskovsky 
Mr. R. A. Anderson Capt. V. P. Kuznetsov 

Cdr. G, Atkinson Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko 

Lt . Cdr. R. K. Martin (Military Interpreter) 

Mr. P. Afanasenko (interpreter) 


FitzGerald on behalf of the members of the US Component 
of the sub-Working Group" welcomed the members of the Soviet 
sub-Working Group to the US Mission. FitzGerald then turned 
the floor over to Yereskovsky. 

. Yereskovsky stated that the Soviet side had studied the US 
Working Document on ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launches 
dismantling terminology.. He stated that using the Soviet Working 
Document as a basis, the Soviet side had prepared a new Working 
Document taking into consideration what was contained in the US 
Working Document. Yereskovsky tabled the new Soviet Working 
Document (Attachment No. 1). ' 

. Yereskovsky stated, beginning his explanation of the new 
Soviet Working Document, that the Soviet side felt it to be 
more appropriate to place the words "Standing Consultative 
Commission at the top of the document. As to the title itself 
he continued, once again the Soviet side asked the US side to * 
agree to use the original title of the Soviet Working Document, 
Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms Used in Section 
III of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms." In justi- 
fication of this approach Yereskovsky added that we are dealing 
not with definitions but with interpretations that should be’ of 
uniform understanding to both sides, Yereskovsky stated the 
SO f e h SX Jf continued to believe that the document should contain 
only the three terms which required definition as a result of 
Syk® cle V understanding" between the sides. He stated 
that the Soviet side certainly has appreciation for the work 
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of Cdr. Atkinson and Cdr. Martin in compiling the definitions 
presented to the Soviet side under the guidance of Col. FitzGerald 
The Soviet view, however, is that we are not working out a dic- 
tionary of naval terms and that, if the US side would look at 
the three terms in the Soviet document, the Soviet side had kept 
much of the wording used by the US side in working out' their 
definitions for the terms ''sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure. 
Yereskovsky concluded that it was the Soviet view that the Soviet 
document should be acceptable to the American side as it has all 
of the terminology required for agreement to Section III of the 
Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures. If there are any questions 
from the US side, Yereskovsky stated Capt. Kuznetsov would be 
prepared to answer them. 

FitzGerald thanked Yereskovsky for the new document. He 
stated that in taking a quick look at the document which the 
Soviet Component today had submitted that he could see there are 
a few more switches in method and that there has been movement 
toward solving the tasks which the Commissioners assigned us. As 
a general observation, FitzGerald noted with satisfaction that 
the US and Soviet Components of the SCC seem to have arrived at 
a satisfactory "upper right hand corner wording" for SCC Working 
Documents. FitzGerald stated he remembered that at the early 
meetings of this SCC session the Soviet Component was tabling 
documents with the words "Working Document of the Soviet SCC 
Component" in the upper right hand corner; the US was tabling 
documents with the words "US Working Document" in the upper 
right hand corner. Then the US moved to using the Soviet wording; 
Soviet side moved to using the US wording. FitzGerald commented 
it seems at last we have made some progress in that we have agreed 
as to what should appear in the upper right hand corner of our 
documents . 

Yereskovsky commented that there is one more question we 
need to address regarding what might appear in the upper right 
hand corner of the document — we need a date and a place of 
signature, e.g. Geneva. FitzGerald agreed. 

FitzGerald, moving to the substance of the document, stated 
that the US side is pleased to notice that the document will be 
for internal use in the SCC — this is reflected by the heading 
which the Soviet side had used. Also FitzGerald added that he 
was happy the Soviet side agreed with us that instead of using 
the term "sides" we would use the term "Commissioners" as it is 
the Commissioners who would be initialing this document for 
internal use. FitzGerald concluded that while we haven't 
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carefully had a chance to compare the terminology used, he noted 
that Yereskovsky had said that it was approximately the same as 
the language used in the US document. Yereskovsky stated, "That 
is correct. You will find it almost the same." FitzGerald 
responded that he would have to rely on other experts — Martin, 
Atkinson and Anderson--f or a closer look. 

FitzGerald stated that he had noticed that the Soviet side 
had adjusted their previous wording in the preamble and asked 
Yereskovsky the reasoning behind this as the US side had found 
their previous wording to be acceptable . 

Yereskovsky stated that the Soviet thought was that perhaps 
in the final document we don't need to say "as a result of 
discussions held in the Working Group." He stated that the new 
preamble states the purpose of the document — the remainder is 
unchanged. FitzGerald stated he did not see any difficulty. 
Yereskovsky asked if the US side would like to revert to the 
original wording the Soviet side had used in the preamble, adding 
that the Soviet side considers the new wording a step forward as 
it better meets the purpose. FitzGerald stated that it is cor- 
rect that we. have had more discussions than those on May 7 and 
to include that one date really doesn't make sense. He stated 
that the US side would review the new wording but didn't see any 
major problem. FitzGerald suggested the US side might be inclined 
to delete the lead-in to the preamble and suggested it might 
start with other words like "the Commissioners have agreed . ..." 
Yereskovsky said the Soviet side welcomed all suggestions the 
US side might have. 

< FitzGerald stated that the remarks he had made were the 
initial remarks on the US side on the document--in summary, 
he would say the Soviet Working Document tabled today was a 
step forward and a clear attempt to bring the needs of the two 
sides together. FitzGerald stated he would like to turn the 
floor over to Cdr. Atkinson who would make a few remarks on the 
purpose of the document as it would serve as a foundation for 
future work on the SCC. 

Cdr. Atkinson stated that in looking over the document the 
US side tabled at the last meeting of the Working Group we find 
that of those terms which appear, of which there are nine, five 
of these terms appear both in the Soviet proposed procedures 
in paragraph III. 1(d) and in the US proposal for paragraph III. 1(e) 
three appear in the US proposal for paragraph III. 1(e); one of the 
terms appears solely in the Soviet’- proposal for paragraph III. 1(d). 
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Specifically, he stated the term "sail" appears only in the 
Soviet proposed procedures; the terms "outer hull," "pressure 
hull," "fair-water , " "superstructure" and "launch tube" appear 
in both proposed procedures; the terms "hull crown plating" and 
"framing" appear in the US tabled procedure. Atkinson stated that 
the US Component believed that these agreed interpretations 
should provide a foundation for the procedures in Section III 
and should therefore include the complete range of technical 
terminology which is used in that section. The reason that the US 
side believes this necessary is that the foundation must be strong 
enough for the rest of the structure to stand. Not only we in 
the SCC need to understand the meaning of the terms, but people 
in the US and Soviet governments also need a clear understanding 
of the terms in order to make judgments on the procedures pro- 
posed. Atkinson concluded, stating that these judgments can only 
be made after there is complete understanding of .the complete 
scope of the detailed procedures tabled by both sides. 

Yereskovsky stated that he had one small comment to make 
in reply to Cdr. Atkinson; perhaps Capt . Kuznetsov might have 
more to add. Yereskovsky stated that we are dealing in Section 
III with procedures for ballistic missile submarine and SLBM 
launchers dismantling. He stated the Soviet side believes that 
for the purpose of arriving at these dismantling procedures it 
is not necessary to include a complete dictionary of naval termi- 
nology beginning with the term "submarines," and including terms 
such as "submarine -launched ballistic missile, " "missile compart- 
ment," "shipyard," etc. The Soviet side saw no need whatsoever 
to do this. In those places where there was some uncertainty, 
he stated, we think we have found a common interpretation; we 
don't need other definitions for the purpose of agreeing to 
dismantling procedures if they are clearly understood--it is simply 
not dictated by necessity. 

Kuznetsov stated that the Soviet side had set forth during 
the last meeting of the Working Group the points which support 
the Soviet view that nine separate terms do not need to be 
defined in the document-~the only items needed are terms on 
which there was confusion. Kuznetsov stated that he believed 
the foundation of the document will be strong, not by having a 
large number of terms included, but by including only those 
terms which really need clarification for paragraph one of 
Section III. He stated nine items will not help to do this — 
the three items defined in the Soviet working document today 
are all that are needed to address the essence of the problem. 
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Yereskovsky stated that with regard to one term--" outer 
hull" --there has been no misunderstanding. He also stated^ 
there was no misunderstanding regarding the word "framing." 

Everyone understood these terms, he thought. 

FitzGerald asked Cdr. Martin whether he had any comments. 
Martin began by stating that, as a result of his discussions 
with Capt. Kuznetsov over the previous weeks, it was clear to 
him that there was no question now within the SCO as to. the 
meaning of the terms we are using. He stated that clearly the 
three terms which the Soviet side has included in the working 
document tabled today are the terms which have caused us the 
most trouble. Martin pointed out, however, that others we had 
come to agreement on had not always been clearly understood. 

He stated that in SCC II Capt. Mazer kin and Cdr. Owens had long 
and detailed discussions on the subject of submarine and SLBM 
launcher dismantling but there had been no clear agreement between 
them on such terms as "sail," "superstructure" and "fairwater." 
Martin referred to the example FitzGerald had pointed out at the 
last Working Group meeting whereby there had been much confusion 
in previous SCC sessions regarding the term "launch tube" and 
"launch mount tube." He also pointed out that there had been 
confusion regarding the term "outer hull" --for a long time the 
US side had not recognized that the "outer hull" is considered 
by the Soviets to bo "superstructure." He added that our pro- 
posal for paragraph III. 1(e) had intended that that type 
submarine, when dismantled, could be restored — the wording of 
our proposal however prohibited the Soviet side from replacing 
the outer hull. 

Martin commented that he agreed with Yereskovsky that the 
SCC is not the place to come to grips with the whole range of 
terminology required to discuss limitations on submarines, suggest- 
ing that perhaps the SALT Delegations are better prepared to come 
to grips with defining terms such as "shipyard" and "submarine- 
launched ballistic missile." He pointed out that in SALT ONE 
the process of agreeing on definitions had been quite a lengthy 
process. He recalled his participation in Helsinki during SALT 
VII in work on defining the term tr ICBM" and also referred to the 
working group in SALT ONE which worked on definitions on Article II 
of the ABM Treaty. Martin restated his view that there is no 
misunderstanding or disagreement regarding the substance of the 
terms which the US side had included in our Working Document. He 
stated that "nine" is not a magic number--more terms could be 
included; some could be dropped, or combined into other defini- 
tions. The important point is that the document should be a 
complete document; not Just one that is half finished. He con- 
cluded by stating that he did not understand why, if there is no 
disagreement in substance, the Soviet Component could not agree 
to include all the terms used in the procedures in Section III in 
a document of definitions. 
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Yereskovsky had no additional comments to make. Atkinson 
asked if he might make some additional remarks. FitzGerald 
agreed. 

Atkinson stated he would like to address one of the comments 
made by Yereskovsky, and to address some additional subject 
matter. He began stating it is true that none of the definitions 
would be required if two of the US-proposed procedures were 
followed--" scrapping the submarine" and "removal of the missile 
section." It was however in the context of the US desire to 
accommodate initial Soviet proposals for submarine and SLBM 
dismantling and destruction that the US side proposed paragraph 
III. 1(e) — It was then that these technical terms became important. 
He stated in paragraph III. 1(e) the terms "hull crown plating," 
"framing" and "hull liner" are important to the US side and it 
must be established if they are to be used along with other 
elements of that paragraph. He concluded that as procedures get 
more complex, more technical terms appear. In order to have con- 
fidence in the procedures it is important that all terms be 
defined and included in a common understanding. 

FitzGerald stated he had now had time to look at the Soviet 
working document and consult with experts on the US side — he 
commented that it looked as if the Soviet proposals for the 
terms "sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure" were an improve- 
ment on the words used in the US proposal of May 13 . 

Yereskovsky commented that maybe If the US side looks harder 
at the Soviet working document we might consider it even better. 

FitzGerald stated that in that regard the US Component has a 
working document to present to the Soviet side today which may 
help to resolve the differences that exist. FitzGerald handed 
Yereskovsky the document (Attachment No. 2). FitzGerald pointed 
out after a comment by Yereskovsky regarding the number of terms 
in the document that the US side believes we are able to say that 
both sides had moved a lot closer together on the meaning of 
this document. Regarding the title, FitzGerald stated that the 
US side had seen the "crystal clear logic" of the Soviet argu- 
ment that we are not coming up with definitions but rather we 
are developing interpretations. The US side believes the new 
wording is not in fact definitive; rather it is an attempt to 
make clear that when the Soviet side says one thing in its pro- 
posal it corresponds to the US side’s understanding in its pro- 
posal. FitzGerald commented, with regard to the three definitions 
"sail," "fairwater" and "superstructure," that the wording of 
the terms and definitions in both US and Soviet documents are 
nearly the same and that he saw no problem in accepting Soviet 
definitions for them. 
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Regarding the fourth term in US Working Document--"part of 
the pressure hull" — FitzGerald stated the US side had taken that 
term to correspond with US terms based on Kuznetsov/Martin 
discussions. He stated we had made no attempt to define "hull 
crown plating," "frame" and "hull liners" in our new proposal — 
we are merely attempting to equate Soviet and US terminology so 
we know this is indeed corresponding terminology. FitzGerald 
stated it is to some extent true that Yereskovsky and he could do 
the same thing while conforming language of the JDT but that this 
would not be beneficial to the people in the US and Moscow. 

FitzGerald stated that after listening to Yereskovsky ’ s 
statement at the last working group meeting, we also had con- 
cluded there' was no confusion in the terms "hull crown plating, " 
"framework" and "hull liners." We agreed we did not have to 
define them. FitzGerald stated the US side feels that when we 
use different technical language which equates to the same thing, 
the documents should, however/ reflect that the different terms 
are in agreement . 

In concluding FitzGerald stated the US side regards the new 
US Working Docxunent as an attempt to meet Soviet considerations 
expressed in regard to the document which the Commissioners have 
assigned us the task of /working out. 

Yereskovsky thanked FitzGerald for the working document. He 
stated the Soviet side would certainly study it, and asked Fitz- 
Gerald if he had any further comments for today’s meeting. 
FitzGerald responded that he would be glad to answer any questions 
the Soviet side had. 

Yereskovsky suggested that the formal meeting adjourn--he 
would have some questions to ask in private discussion. FitzGerald 
agreed. 

The meeting was adjourned at l6l0. 


Attachments : 



SCC : R' 


1. Working Document of the Soviet SCC Component, May 15, 1974, 
Agreed Interpretations of Some Terms Used in Section III 
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms. 

2. Working Document of US SCC Component, May 15, 1974, 

Agreed Interpretation of Some Terms Used in Section III 

| of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms 
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Official translation 

Working Document of the 

Soviet SCO Component 

May 15 i 197^ 

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

AGREED INTERPRETATIONS OF SOME TERMS 
USED IN SECTION III OF THE PROCEDURES 
FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

To ensure uniform understanding of some terms used 
in submarine dismantling procedures, the Commissioners 
have agreed that for the purposes of the provisions of 
Section III of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive 
Arms the terms below shall mean: 

1. SAIL - the structure above the outer hull 

' which encloses the bridge, conning 
tower and retractable devices 
(antennas, periscopes, etc.). 

2. FAIRWATER - on submarines on which the upper parts 

of missile launch tubes protrude 
into the enclosure which is adjacent 
to and is an extension of the sail, 
the fairwater is the structure above 
the outer hull which immediately 
encloses the missile launch tubes. 

SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For R^ase 2OO4/O1/2$£§#^DP8OTOO435A00O4OOO1OOO1-2 

2 


3. SUPERSTRUCTURE - on submarines on which the upper part 

of missile launch tubes do not 
protrude into the fairwater, the 
superstructure is the structure above 
the outer hull which encloses 'the 
missile launch tubes protruding 
through the pressure hull. 
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Attachment No. 2 
Working Document of 
US SCO Component 
May 15, 1974- 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Agreed Interpre t ation of Some Terms 
Used In Section III of the Procedures 
for Strategic Offensive Arms 

As a result of discussions held in the SCC working group 
on May 7, 1974, the Commissioners have agreed that, for 
purposes of the provisions of Section III of the Strategic 
Offensive Arms Procedures, the terms below shall mean: 

SAIL That structure above the outer hull 

which encloses the bridge, conning 
tower, antennas, periscope, etc. but 
does not enclose the ballistic-missile 
launch tubes. 

FAIRWATER On submarines whose ballistic-missile 

section is enebsed by structure adjacent 
and integral to the sail, the FAIRWATER 
is that structure above the outer hull 
which encloses the missile launch tubes. 
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SUPERSTRUCTURE 


PART OF THE 
PRESSURE . HULL 


LAUNCH TUBE 


OUTER HULL 
PRESSURE HULL 
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On submarines whose missile launch 
tubes do not protrude into the fairwater, 
SUPERSTRUCTURE is the structure which 
extends upward from the outer hull above 
the water line and houses the portion 
of the missile launch tube which extends 
above the pressure hull. 

Hull crown plating of the 
pressure hull of a ballistic missile 
submarine together with all 
frame segments and hull liners. 

The cylindrical structure which is an 
integral part of the pressure hull and 
which immediately encloses the missile, 
to include the complete missile launcher, 
wiring, piping, and missile launch tube 
foundations . 

The external hull of double-hulled submarines 
The inner hull of double-hulled submarines; 
the external hull of single-hulled submarines 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


Meeting* May 
US Mission* 


Persons Present : 

Mr. Graybeal 

Col. (P.et.) FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Cdr. Atkinson 

Lt. Co3_. DeSimone 

Mr. Long 

Lt. Cdr. Martin 

Mr. Smith 

Mr. Arerisburger (Interpreter) 
Mr. Afanasenko .{Interpreter) 


l4* 1974 

Geneva 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr . Karpov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col. Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter 

Capt. Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal welcomed Commissioner Ustinov and 
the members of the Soviet SCC Component* and opened the meeting. 
He explained that* as Ustinov already knew* General Georgi had 
been called to Washington on business not connected with the 
SCC* and said that we hoped he would rejoin us by the end of 
this week. He then gave the floor to Ustinov. 

Commis sioner Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on 
Para. l76 of* the offensive arms Procedures (Attachment No. 1)* 
and ta,bled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed 
language for Para. 1.6 of those Procedures (Attachment No. 2). 

Mr. Graybeal said the new Soviet proposal and Ustinov’s 
statement would be given careful study in the context of 
seeking satisfactory solutions to notification issues. Noting 
that he would restrict himself to two observations by way of 
preliminary response* he said he agreed with Ustinov that the 
problem of limiting accumulation of replacement submarines 
had been satisfactorily resolved with the language we had 
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worked out for Para. 8 of the offensive Protocol. However, 
this was not related to the notification issue now being dis- 
cussed; we are dealing with an entirely different problem, 
that of formulating adequate notification provisions to reduce 
any possibilities for misunderstanding or uncertainty regarding 
activities taking place on either side. The language proposed 
by the U.S. side on May 10 for the second half of Para 6(b) 
provides for reporting on the number of launchers on replacement 
submarines which had begun Sea trials since the last report 
in the. SCO. Together with the first part of that proposed 
Para. 6(b), we consider this to be the minimum required 
notification to keep an account of the status of replacement 
launchers and the dismantling or destruction of replaced 
launchers. A preliminary reading of today's Soviet proposal 
reveals that it seems to accept the second half of the U.S. 

May 10 proposal, but eliminates the first half of our May 10 
proposal, which is also important and focused on a matter 
different from the accumulation of SLBM submarines and 
launchers . 

Secondly, Graybeal continued, as he had indicated in his 
May 10 discussion with Ustinov, the notification proposed in 
our Para. 6(b) would merely require reporting on two events 
after they had already taken place. This, in the view of the 
U.S. side, would make an important contribution to reducing 
any misunderstanding or uncertainty regarding SLBM submarines 
specifically with regard to whether such submarines were new 
or replacement submarines. 

These were his preliminary reactions and comments, which 
he hoped would be useful in working out mutually acceptable 
procedures. Graybeal concluded by noting again that he would 
forego further comment until such time as the U.S. side had 
more carefully studied today’s Soviet proposal. 

General Ustinov said that the Soviet side had tabled a 
new proposal today which, to a significant degree, took 
account of both the U.S. May 10 proposal and the views expressed 
by the U.S. side on this subject. 

Ustinov continued by noting that Graybeal had said the 
U.S. May 10 language concerning notification on launched 
.submarines dealt with a different problem from the one concerning 
accumulation. The problems were perhaps different, but the 
essence of the question is one and the same. Therefore, he 
would request that Graybeal give careful attention to Ustinov's 
own statement this morning, that the Soviet side cannot take 
the view that the problems are different. 
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If the matter is going to he put in the way the U.S. 
side proposes, information could be requested concerning 
stages in SLBM submarine construction such as the beginning 
of construction, the completion of construction, launch of 
the submarine, etc. In the Soviet view this is not required 
by the provisions of the Interim Agreement and its Protocol. 

Both sides have agreed that the starting time for dismantling 
activities would be the time of the beginning of replacement 
submarine sea trials. That point in time was chosen because 
the beginning of sea trials is verifiable by national technical 
means. Therefore, the Soviet view is that no information is 
required concerning replacement submarines which have begun 
sea trials, but in spite of that the Soviet side has found 
it possible to accept the second half of the U.S . -proposed 
Para. 6(b). Therefore, the Soviet side could expect, he 
thought, this constructive step to provide the point of 
departure which would help us solve the whole problem of 
notification. Ustinov concluded by again expressing the hope 
that the U.S. side would give most careful attention to the 
new Soviet proposal tabled today. 

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for his additional remarks, 
and said that as he had already indicated, the Soviet proposal 
would be given careful study. He felt that additional direct 
exchanges such as this always helped to provide clarification 
on the positions of the two sides. 

He then asked Ustinov if there were anything else he 
would like to bring up this morning. 

General Ustinov said the Soviet side had nothing further 
to discuss at this plenary meeting. 

Mr. Graybeal said considerable progress had been made in 
some important areas during this SCO session, but two unresolved 
issues — notification and questions having to do with ballistic - 
missile submarine dismantling or destruction --we re still before 
us. It was his understanding that the Working Group we had 
established to consider "naval issues" was clarifying termi- 
nelogy and conducting a useful exchange of information. He 
thought it desirable for that Working Group to have at least one 
more meeting to wind up its activity and enable it to make its 
report to Commissioners. He sa,id he would not like to draw 
any conclusions concerning Section III of the Procedures until 
the Working Group had had at least one more meeting, which 
could be held on May 15 or l6. 
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He said he would like to make a proposal this morning 
designed to facilitate the work of the Working Gioup an cl , he 
hoped, contribute to a satisfactory solution of all the 
issues in Section III. Taking account of pa,st exchanges con- 
cerning the U.S . -proposed procedure in Section III.l(a),_ 
concerning sinking of replaced SLI3M submarines, and consider 
ing related factors outside the scope of the SCC, such' as the 
International Convention on Marine Pollution, the U.S. si.de 
proposes dropping the aforementioned alternative procedure loi 
SLBM submarine dismantling or destruction. • Thus, from the 
standpoint of the U.S. three alternative procedures now 
remain in Section III - scrapping, removing the submarine's 
missile section and not replacing it except with a significantly 
shorter section, and the proposal which is now in Paia. ^ 11 . 1 ( 0 ) 

General Ustinov said he completely agreed with . Graybeal ' s 
assessment of the activity of the Working Group, which was. now 
basically concentrating on working out agreed terminology in 
connection with Section III of the Procedures . He also con- 
sidered that work quite useful and thought it could facilitate 
mutual understanding. However, the Working Group -has other 
questions remaining before it, for instance the new proposals 
submitted by the Soviet side on May 10 for Paras. 1(d) and 4- 
of Section III. Of course, Ustinov said,. he hoped the U.S. 
side would express its views on these Soviet proposals. 

Ustinov agreed that Graybeal 1 s withdrawal of the U.S. 
"sinking" alternative left four alternative dismantling or 
destruction procedures as proposals in Section ill -- the three 
to which Graybeal had referred and the Soviet proposal which 
was identified as Para. III. 1(d). Naturally, since these 
are all valid alternatives . one could say that they are all 
applicable to any type of submarine. Therefore, Ustinov said 
he would like the Working Group, in addition to working on 
terminology, to work on the formulations of these proposals. 

For its part, the Soviet side was ready to do this work as 
soon as the U.S. side is prepared, whether before or after 
the return of General Georgl. 

Mr. Graybeal said he understood, and agreed except for 
one point -- that concerning the applicability of all the 
proposed alternative procedures to all classes of submarines. 

Graybeal said that as he had indicated, Georgi would 
probably not rejoin us before May 17, but the U.S, side is 
prepared to proceed in the' Working Group with FitzGerald 
substituting for Georgi if there were no objection on the part 
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of the head of the Soviet side of the Working Group., Mr. Karpov. 
He would leave the questions of time, place, and composition 
of the Working Group to FitzGerald and Karpov. 

Graybeal concluded that if Ustinov had nothing further, 
we should adjourn this meeting, and schedule the next meeting 
through our Executive Secretaries after we had had a chance 
to see where things stood in the next couple of days. 

General Ustinov suggested that perhaps the Working Grouj> 
could work on terminology at its next meeting on May 15 or 16, 
and then, at the following meeting, work on Section III issues 
under the leadership of Karpov and FitzGerald if Georgi had 
not yet returned. 

Mr. Graybeal said that sounded like an agreeable plan. 

General Ustinov agreed, and noted that of course the 
Commissioners could meet as well, at any time Graybeal desired. 

Mr. Graybeal said, to sum up, that the Working Group would 
meet on May 15 or l6, and again on May 17* and that he and 
Ustinov could meet at any time in accord with the wishes of 
either Commissioner. He then adjourned the meeting. 
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2. Soviet Working Document 
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OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 
May l4, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

Taking into account past discus sions, today I want 
to address the question of notification, specifically, 
to consider paragraph 1.6 of the Procedures for 
Strategic Offensive Arms in connection with those 
proposals for subparagraph (b) which you officially 
tabled during our informal discussion of May 10 . 

The position of the Soviet side and specific 
proposals for modified wording of this paragraph were 
set forth in our statement of May 7 > 1974. 

In studying 'the new formulation of subparagraph (b), 
proposed by the U.S. side, we note that to a certain 
degree it takes into account the point of view of the 
Soviet side on the question of prior notification. 
Specifically, deletion of the provision for notification 
on the number of ballistic missile launchers on sub- 
marines, that will begin sea trials during the next 
six-month period, is a step in the right direction. 

However, in place of the deleted provision, the 
U.S. side included in this subparagraph a provision for 
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notification on the number of launchers on submarines 
"which have been launched but not yet begun sea trials." 

I must say candidly that the U.S. side’s tabling 
of a proposal on inclusion in the notification informa- 
tion on submarines "which have been launched but not 
yet begun sea trials" only puzzles the Soviet SCO 
Component . 

Doesn't it seem to you^ Mr. Commissioner, that by 
doing so the U.S. Component of the SCC thereby again, 
and seemingly anew, is opening a discussion of problems 
which have already been the subject of thorough considera 
tion and solved on a mutually acceptable basis? There- 
fore I will not repeat those arguments which the Soviet 
side presented at the last session of the SCC in connec- 
tion with consideration of the U.S. proposal for limiting 
to a specific number submarines that have been launched 
but have not yet begun sea trials. 

I merely want to say that the sides found a solution 
at that time. They agreed that the number of replacement 
ballistic missile submarines which are under construction 
simultaneously shall not exceed a number consistent with 
a normal construction schedule. The concept of a normal 
construction schedule was formulated in paragraph 8 of 
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the Protocol for strategic offensive arras. Thus the 

U.S side's proposal for limiting to four the number 
of ballistic missile submarines concurrently in a 
launched status was withdrawn. It would seem that 
the issue had been resolved. Now,, you are again raising 
the same question in essence though in a different 
context--the context of notification. Clearly such a 
proposal cannot be acceptable to the Soviet side. 

The Soviet side also believes it necessary to draw 
the attention of the U.S. Component of the SCC to the 
fact that with respect to replacement procedures for 
ICBMs and ballistic-missile submarines the sides have 
agreed to a kind of time criterion, which establishes 
that dismantling of replaced ICBM and SLBM launchers 
must begin not later than the time of the beginning of 
sea trials of the replacement submarine. 

Therefore, information concerning earlier stages 
of construction or fitting out of a replacement sub- 
marine is not required; there is no need whatsoever for 
it from the point of view of implementing the replace- 
ment provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol 
thereto. 

Mr. Commissioner , at the same time, desiring to 
promote progress toward achieving mutually acceptable 
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solutions in the area of notification, the Soviet 
side accepts your proposal for specifying the number 
of ballistic missile launchers on replacement sub- 
marines which have begun sea trials during the period 
since the last notification. 

In this connection the proposals for wording of 
paragraph 1.6 of the Procedures for strategic offensive 
arms, tabled by us on May 7 > could read as follows. 

(Paragraph 1.6 is read) 

Mr. Commissioner, 3: hope that this new proposal of 
the Soviet side will move us significantly forward in 
the matter of resolving the whole notification issue 
and will contribute to overall success in our work. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Of tic ial translation 
Working Document of the 
Soviet SCO Component 
May l4, 1974 

PROCEDURES FOR STRAT E GIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
Section I, paragraph 6 

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
I CBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced 
submarines shall be given through the Standing Consulta- 
tive Commission twj.ce annually, reflecting the actual 
status as of the beginning of each regular session of 
the Commission and covering the period since the last 
report in the SCC: 

(a) on the number of ICBM launchers, deployed 
prior to 1964, and SLBM launchers on which 
dismantling or destruction has been completed; 

(b) on the number of ballistic-missile launchers 
on replacement submarines which have begun 
sea, trials; 

(c) on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, 
out of the number dismantled or destroyed, 

• which have been replaced by ballistic -missile 

1 

launchers on modern submarines since the last 
. report. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, May 7 > 1974 
U.S. Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present : 

Mr. Graybeal 

Brig. Gen. Georgi 

Col. (Ret.) C. G/ FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Cdr. Atkinson 

Lt. Col. DeSimone 

Mr . Long 

Lt. Cdr. Martin 

Mr. Smith 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 
Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col. Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

Capt. Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal welcomed the Soviet Component of the 
SCO, and declared the meeting open. He said that the U.S. 

Component was sorry to hear that Mr. Karpov was ill, and wished 
him a rapid recovery and a speedy return to work. He also 
introduced Cdr. Atkinson, who was with us for the first time 
today and would be working with us for the remainder of this 
SCC Session. 

Commissioner Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said that he 
shared those thoughts expressed in Graybeal ' s opening remarks, 
and that the Soviet Component was happy to welcome Cdr. Atkinson. 

Mr. Graybeal said that in accord with the understanding 
discussed by our Executive Secretaries, he would speak first. 

He said he had a statement with respect to Section III of the 
strategic offensive arms Procedures, delivered his prepared 
comments, and handed over a Working Document containing the 
language being proposed as paragraph III. 4 (Attachment No. 1). 

General Ustinov said that Graybeal' s statement would be 
carefully studied by the Soviet side. By way of preliminary 
reaction, he wanted to say that the Soviet Component considered 
the proposal it tabled on April 30, on the scope of dismantling 
for SLBM submarines, to be quite constructive; it was a significant 
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move in the direction of the U.S. side's position. He said 
he was sorry that the U.S. Component had not yet found a way 
to bring its position closer to that set forth by the Soviet 
side on April 30. 

He then delivered a prepared statement on shipyards for 
SLBM submarine destruction or dismantling (Attachment No. 2), 
and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed new 
wording for paragraph III.l of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures (Attachment No. 3)» 

•Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov, and said that both the 
statement and the proposal would be given careful consideration. 

He said he had noted that the Soviet proposal was for paragraph 
III.l (e), and asked whether he had properly understood. Was 
this proposal being suggested as a subparagraph of paragraph 1, 
or as a new added paragraph for Section III? That is, did the 
Soviet side intend that it apply to all the alternative dismantling 
procedures, or only to one of them? 

General Ustinov said that Graybeal had correctly understood 
the way the proposal was numbered, but that it could be included 
as a new paragraph 4, or as a new paragraph anywhere in Section 
III, in the same way that Graybeal had proposed his own new 
paragraph for Section III this morning. 

Mr. Graybeal said he understood. He then stated that as 
he understood the scenario that had been worked out for this 
morning's meeting. General Ustinov had another statement he 
wished to make at this point. 

General Ustinov laughed and said that he thought he would 
be out of turn, but quickly added that he was nevertheless 
prepared. He delivered a statement on notification (Attachment 
No. 4), and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing proposed 
language for paragraph 1.6 of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures (Attachment No. 5)* 

Mr. Graybeal said that the new Soviet proposal and the 
statement Ustinov had made in connection with it would both be 
very carefully studied. He would postpone any comment on the 
specifics of that proposal until he had had a chance to carefully 
study the newly proposed language for paragraph 6, and would 
restrict his comments this morning to some .general observations. 

The U.S. side, Graybeal said, had addressed the question of 
notification on numerous occasions, specifically, during this 
session, on April 19, April 23, and May 3* As Ustinov had noted 
in his statement, there is agreement between us that notification 
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is not required for adequate verification of compliance by 
national technical means. However, Graybeal continued, as he 
had indicated on April 19 and May 3, the utility of notification 
is much broader than that, and should be considered on its 
own merits. The U.S. side has set forth its views on this 
subject, and hopes that they will be taken into account, just 
as the Soviet views presented this morning would be taken into 
account. He would encourage the Soviet side to carefully study 
the U.S. proposal presented today regarding modifications to 
Section III of the offensive Procedures. This proposal would 
not require any prior notification, predesignation, or designation 
of the shipyards to be used for dismantling or destruction unless 
yards other than those used for construction of ballistic missile 
submarines were used. He wanted to note, in this connection, 
that when we referred to shipyards used for construction, we 
included fitting out of submarines. 

Graybeal said that we have made progress in this SCC 
Session, but still have some very difficult and complex issues 
before us. He would agree with Ustinov's comment that further 
progress toward the mutually agreed procedures we are trying 
to work out requires taking into account the views and consider- 
ations of both sides. He assured Ustinov again that Soviet views 
would be studied by the U.S. side, just as we would ask the 
Soviet side to study our views, and we would be returning to 
the subject of Section III, as well as to the subject of 
notification, at subsequent meetings. 

Mr. Graybeal said that the U.S. side agrees with the 
proposal Ustinov made at the May 3 meeting, concerning establishment 
of a working group to take account of the views of both sides 
on Section III, to clarify the terminology used by both sides 
in addressing that complex subject so as to be sure that we 
understood one another, and to make, if possible, recommendations 
on Section III to the SCC Commissioners. 

Before adjourning this meeting so that the working group 
could begin its own work, Graybeal said, he wanted to note that 
the Executive Secretaries had today conformed the Russian and 
English texts of Section II of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures, as well as paragraph 1.2 of the ABM Procedures, and 
that we could exchange those texts this morning. He added that 
this summary of his understanding of where we stand in terms of 
the working group schedule and the exchange of texts was not 
intended to preclude Ustinov’s making further comments on the 
substantive issues being discus.sed. . 
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General Ustinov noted that the Soviet side carefully studies 
all statements made by the U.S. side at SCC meetings, as well as 
those made during informal conversations between Commissioners 
after. those meetings. He believed that there were two basic 
questions remaining to which we must give primary attention 
at this point in timej these were the questions of naval matters 
and notification. With mutual and careful attention to those 
matters, we can make progress, just as we have made progress 
and achieved solutions to other questions which were no less 
complex or important. 

Ustinov, reading from a prepared note, said that the 
Executive Secretary of the Soviet SCC Component, Mr. Yereskovsky, 
had reported that he and Col. FitzGerald had completed conforming 
the texts of Section II of the offensive arms Procedures, and 
paragraph 1.2 of the ABM Procedures. These could be considered 
Joint Texts as of May 7, with the understanding that they are 
subject to consideration by Governments and that either side 
could propose amendments or changes if they were deemed necessary. 
He handed Graybeal the Russian language texts of the referenced 
portions of the Joint Draft Texts. 

Mr. Graybeal said he agreed with Ustinov's statement 
concerning the status of those portions of the documents we 
are working on, and said he would like to pass to Ustinov the 
English language texts which were to be considered preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners (Attachment No. 6). ~ 

He then asked if Ustinov had any further matters to bring 
up today. 

General Ustino v said he had nothing more for this morning. 

Mr. Graybeal suggested that in that case, the next meeting 
of the SCC be scheduled based on progress in the working group. 

We could keep in touch while monitoring the activity of the 
working group, and thus determine an appropriate time for the 
next SCC meeting. 

General Ustinov agreed, and noted with satisfaction 
Graybeal ' s acceptance of the proposal to establish a working 
group which would be headed by Yereskovsky and FitzGerald today. 

As he saw it, the task for today's working -group meeting wound 
be to go over the terminology used by both sides in Section III 
of the strategic offensive arms Procedures. He said he did not 
know whether or not Graybeal agreed, but he thought that in the 
future, for example on May 10, the working group could continue 
its work under the chairmanship of Mr. Karpov -and General Georgi, 
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and attempt to find solutions on Section III which were 
satisfactory for both sides. Later , taking account of 
progress made in the working group, we could set a date for 
the next SCC meeting. If the working group was successful 
in its work, we could further apply the same approach with 
respect to the questions of notification which had been referred 
to at today's meeting. 

He closed by reminding the U.S. side of its invitation to 
lunch at the Soviet Mission tomorrow. May 8, at 1:00 p.m. 

Mr. Graybeal agree'd that the working group, headed by 
FitzGerald and Yereskovsky and with the participation of 
advisors directly concerned with naval matters, should go to 
work today. He saw no reason why we could not agree to continue 
that work on Friday, May 10, under the chairmanship of General 
Georgi and Mr. Karpov, and decide on the date of the next SCC 
meeting after that. He did not want, however, to comment on, 
or prejudge, the desirability of establishing a working group 
on notification. 

He said the U.S. Component was pleased, as always, to 
accept an invitation to lunch from the Soviet Component. He 
thought that such occasions wore extremely enjoyable and that 
the exchanges which took place at them were very useful, but he 
was not certain that our waistlines could always tolerate them. 

General Ustinov nodded in assent to Graybeal 's remarks. 

Graybeal declared the meeting adjourned at 12:15 p.m. 
Attachments : 


1. Graybeal Comments and U.S. Working Document on Section 
III of the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures 

2. Ustinov Statement on Shipyards for SLBM Submarine 
Destruction or Dismantling 

3. Soviet Working Document on para III.l of Strategic 
Offensive Arms Procedures 

4 . Ustinov Statement on Notification 

5. Soviet Working Document on para 1.6 of Strategic Offensive 
Arms Procedures 

6. Joint Draft Texts, Section II of Offensive Procedures, 
and paragraph 1.2, ABM Procedures • 


Drafted 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS - SECTION III OF 
PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

May 7, 1974 

I_j_ 

1. Mr. Commissioner , at our meeting on April 30, 

I set forth U.S. -views regarding the procedures for 
dismantling or destruction of Ballistic— missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers replaced by new ballistic -missile 
submarines and SLBM launchers. As I stated then, we 
believe the U.S. proposals in the JDTs of April 19, 1974, 
as revised by the U.S. side on April 30, provide a firm 
basis for agreement. 

2, I have reviewed 'the Soviet statements regarding 
procedures for dismantling or destruction of ballistic - 
missile submarines and SLBM launchers and am convinced 
that the alternative procedures proposed by the U.S. 
side should be acceptable to both sides. In my opinion, 
the Soviet proposal for Section III, Para. 1(d) of April 30, 
1974 does not adequately meet the criteria set forth in 

Para. 3 of the Protocol. Therefore, it is not an acceptable 
substitute for Pa.ra. (e). 
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II, 

3. I believe there is complete agreement between us 
on the fundamental point that the procedures for the 
dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers must satisfy the agreed criteria 
contained in Para. 3 of the Strategic Offensive Arms 
Protocol. The four alternative procedures proposed by 
the U.S. side clearly do meet these criteria. Further, 
the U.S. side firmly believes that the U. S . -proposed 
procedures provide adequate and effective alternatives 
for all presently known classes of submarines. The 
procedures we have proposed are verifiable by national 
technical means, and they are such that reactivation 
time of replaced submarines and launchers would not be 
substantially less than the time required for new 
construction. It is my view that the alternative procedure 
proposed by the U.S. side provide for reasonable enonomy 
of effort and funds, and permit the possibility of using 
the submarines, after dismantling, for purposes not 
inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agreement 
and its Protocol. 
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III. 

4. Mr. Commissioner, we are agreed that the task 
before us is to work out mutually agreed procedures 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, and 
notification thereof, for strategic offensive arms called 
for by the Interim Agreement. Today, in an effort to 
move our negotiations forward toward this goal, the U.S. 
side is proposing a significant modification to Section III 
of the Strategic Offensive Arms Procedures concerning 
ballistic-missile submarine and SLBM launcher dismantling. 
Specifically, we propose to add a fourth paragraph to 
Section III as follows : 

(Read and hand over text) 

4. "Ballistic -missile submarine and SLBM 
launcher dismantling shall be carried 
out at those shipyards where ballistic - 
missile submarine construction is 
accomplished, or at additionally agreed 
(or designated) shipyards." 
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5. The U.S. side proposes that this sentence become 
new Para. 4 in Section III. With the addition of this 
paragraph, the U.S. side is prepared to drop the present 
requirement for "predesignated shipyards" and "agreed 
shipyards" in Paras. III. 1(b) (c) and (e). 

6. This new U.S. approach has a precedent in 
the SALT negotiations --it parallels Article IV of the 
ABM Treaty dealing with ABM test ranges wherein the U.S. 
and Soviet Union have agreed on "currently or additionally 
agreed test ranges." 

IV. 

7o Mr. Commissioner;, I emphasize again the firm 
conviction of the U.S. side that the ballistic-missile 
submarine and SLBM launcher dismantling or destruction 
procedures proposed by the U.S. side provide a sound 
basis for agreement on Section III. 


SECRET 
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Working Document of 
US SCO Component 
May 7, 1974 

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 
SECTION III, PARAGRAPH 4 

III. 4. "Ballistic.-missile submarine and 

SLBM launcher dismantling shall be 
carried out at those shipyards where 
ballistic -mis sile submarine construc- 
tion is accomplished, or at additionally 
agreed (or designated) shipyards." 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON SHIPYARDS FOR SLBM SUBMARINE 

DISMANTLING 
May 1974 

Mr. Commissioner * 

At today’s meeting I would also like to address 
again the question of shipyards at which submarine 
dismantling or destruction will be accomplished. 

I have already set forth the position of the Soviet 
side on this question and it remains valid. I repeat 
again, briefly, its basic elements. 

In our view, prior notification on the location of 
submarine dismantling or destruction is inadvisable for 
the following reasons: 

first, in our view, designation of shipyards supplants 
the functions of national technical means which are 
charged with verifying compliance with the Interim Agree- 
ment and the Procedures we are working out; 

second , dismantling or destruction of submarines 
takes a long time, during which national technical means 
of verification are capable, with a high degree of 
reliability, of carrying out verification of the progress 
of this work. The duration of the process of dismantling 
in conjunction with its accomplishment in the open, on 
which both sides agree, permits each side to follow the 
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progress of the dismantling work with adequate confidence 
wherever it is carried out. This being so, it is our 
deep conviction that no additional information on this 
question is required. At the same time, taking into 
account the position of the U.S. side on this question 
and desiring to assure achievement of a mutually 
acceptable solution, the Soviet side considers it 
possible to propose the following wording for Section III 
of the Procedures for strategic offensive arms. (The 
wording is read). In order to clarify the meaning of 
"dismantling area," I can say that for the United States- 
this can be, for example, the Atlantic and Pacific areas, 
and for the Soviet Union--the Northern and Pacific areas. 

Mr,. Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. Component 
of the SCC will carefully study the new, constructive 
Soviet proposal aimed at successful accomplishment of 
the tasks before us. 

This proposal will, contribute to purposeful verifica 
tion of the dismantling of ballistic-missile submarines 
being replaced, insisted upon by the U.S. side, and at 
the same time will make, it possible to avoid agreeing 
on specific locations of this work, to which the Soviet 
side objects as a matter of principle. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 
May 7, 1974 

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
paragraph III.l 

(e) Dismantling or destruction of replaced 
ballistic-missile submarines, carried out in 
accordance with the specified procedures, shall be 
accomplished in designated areas. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION 
May 7, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

At today’s meeting I will once again address the 
notification questions to which a mutually acceptable 
solution has not yet been found at the current session, 
d\ie to differences between us. 

We have repeatedly set forth in detail the position 
of the Soviet side on these questions; therefore, there 
is no need to address it fully. I merely want to direct 
your attention once again to its main provisions of 
principle. 

The Soviet side is against prior notifications 
because, just as the U.S. side, it believes that with 
national technical means of verification at the disposal 
of both sides, such notifications are not necessary for 
verification purposes. In as much as they are not 
required for verification, there is no need to include 
them in the Procedures. 

We believe that for “these same reasons, advance 
designation of shipyards where dismantling of SLBM 
launchers is carried out, should also 'not be included 
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in the Procedures. Tn its place we have proposed 
today the designation of areas for submarine dismantling. 
This is a constructive proposal of the Soviet side. It 
is aimed at achieving agreement on this question with 
account for the proposals of the U.S. side. 

Taking into account that in their statements at the 
first, second, and current sessions both sides have 
emphasized the reliability of national technical means 
with respect to questions of verifying /compliance 
with/ obligations assumed by the sides, we also believe 
that it is superfluous to specify in the notifications 
the number of launchers by type, since national technical 
means can determine with full reliability what types of 
launchers are undergoing dismantling. 

With regard to the proposals of the U.S. side concern- 
ing notification on the number of launchers, dismantling 
of which is in process, we believe that such notification 
will add nothing to the Procedures but complications 
in accounting, and therefore, consider it inadvisable. 

In view of the reasons given by me, the Soviet 
Component of the Commission remains convinced that 
notification must be made at the beginning of each 
regular session of the SCC. on the number of dismantled 
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or destroyed I CBM, SLBM, and ABM launchers and radars, 
as well as on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers 
which have been replaced since the last report. 

Such a proposal of the Soviet side should be 
regarded as a part of the mutually agreed procedures 
being worked out by us. Obviously, in order to make 
progress on this question, it is necessary to take into 
account the points of view a.nd positions of both sides. 

Desiring to promote progress in our negotiations, 
today we are proposing for consideration a refined 
formulation of paragraph 1.6 of the Procedures for 
strategic offensive arms. 

(Wording of paragraph 1.6 is read) 

Careful study of the text of this formulation will 

show you that in subparagraph (a) we have used the word 
that 

"actual," and/the provision contained in subparagraph (b) 
is formulated somewhat differently from the way it was 
in the previous Soviet proposal. 

Mr. Commissioner, this was done with account for 
those discussions in th.e course of which opinions were 
expressed about the possibility of situations when, for 
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various reasons, the number of replacement launchers 
could exceed the number dismantled. 

That wording of paragraph 6, which we are now 
proposing, makes it more, clear that we are speaking of 
the actual status with respect to dismantling and 
replacement as of the beginning of a regular session 
of the SCO. It shows that the number of launchers 
replaced can be equal to or less than, but certainly 
not greater than, the number of launchers dismantled 
or destroyed. We have also taken into account the 
common point of view of both sides that the number of 
dismantled launchers and the number of replaced launchers 
constitute two different categories and therefore are 
subject to separate accounting. 

Mr. Commissioner, we believe that the new Soviet 
wording of paragraph 1.6 of the Procedures for strategic 
offensive arms represents a step forward toward resolving 
the question of notification procedures. We hope that 
the U.S. Component of the Commission will carefully study 
this proposal. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 
May 7 , 1974 

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
paragraph 1.6 

6. Notification of dismantling or destruction of 
ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on 
replaced submarines shall be given through the Standing 
Consultative Commission twice annually* reflecting the 
actual status as of the beginning of each regular 
session of the Commission and covering the period since 
the last report in the SCC: 

(a) on the number of ICBM launchers, deployed prior 
to 1964, and SLBM launchers on which dismantling or 
destruction has been completed; 

(b) on the number of ICBM and SLBM launchers, out 
of the number dismantled or destroyed, which have been 
replaced by ballistic-missile launchers on modern sub- 
marines since the last report. 
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Joint Draft Text 
Section II of Procedures for 
Strategic Offensive Anns 
Preliminarily Agre ed by Commissioners 
May 7 , 197^- 

II. Pr o c e dures For Dismantling or Destruction of 
Land-Based ICBM Launchers Replaced By SLBM Launchers 

1. .In all cases the following actions shall be 
accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, warheads, and 
mobile equipment; and 

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant -handling 
equipment, associated with the launcher and 
located at the launch site, and removal of all 
dismantled equipment from the launch site. 

Launch equipment is understood to be systems, 
components, and instruments required to launch 
a missile. 

2 . In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 
be performed: 
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(a) areas of the .'Launch pads centered on the launch 
stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and 
missile launch control posts (bunkers) shall 

be made unusable by dismantling or destruction; 

(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and 
removed from the launch site; and 

(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads a,nd 
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), 
and the fuel storage tank foundations may 

be removed, and, after six months, the places 
where they were located may be covered with 
earth. 

3 • In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 
shall be performed: 

(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be 
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components 
shall be removed from the launch site; and 
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(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silo shall 
remain open for a period of six months , after 
which it may be filled with earth. 

4. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 
at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support, 

or launch of ICBMs but may, at the discretion of the Parties, 
be used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 
of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers 
shall be completed no later than four months after the 
replacement submarine begins sea trials . 
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Jolnt Draft Text 
Paragraph 1.2 of Procedures 
for ABM Systems 

Preliminarily Agreed by Commissioners 
May 7, '1974 


2. Silo launchers shall he made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground 
structures and headworks, and removal of launcher 
rails. Silo-launcher debris may be removed and 
after six months the silos may be filled with earth. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, May 3 , 197^ 

Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present : 

Mr. Graybeal 
Brig. Gen. Georgi' 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Lt. Col. DeSimone 

Mr . Long 

Lt. Cdr . Martin 

Mr. Smith 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 
Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Karpov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col. Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

Capt . Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Ustinov declared the meeting open and gave the 
floor to Graybeal. 

Commissioner Graybeal gave his prepared comments on paragraph 
1.2 of the ABM Procedure's (Attachment No. 1). 


General Ustinov delivered a brief prepared statement on^ ^ 
the same subject", and tabled a Soviet Working Document containing 
the formulation for paragraph 1.2 of the ABM Procedures ( whicn, 
in the 1 view of the Soviet SCC Component, should become prelim- 
inarily agreed by Commissioners 1 ' (Attachment No. 2). 

Mr. Graybeal said that a quick review of the Soviet Working 
Document just handed to him, along with Ustinov's remarks. 
Indicated that the two sides have preliminary agreement concerning 
that paragraph dealing with dismantling or destruction of t-i o 
ABM launchers . 


He said he had noted that the Soviet side, apparently based 
on the precedent in the draft offensive arms Procedures, had used 
the formulation "may" rather than "shall" (be filled with earth) 
with respect to the action to be taken six months after the 
dismantling or destruction of the launchers. His preliminary 
reaction was that the language of the paragraph as it appeared 
in the Soviet Working Document could be considered preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners," including that use of the. word may. 
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He added that we should probably task our Executive Secretaries 
to conform the English and Russian texts of the language for 
paragraph 1,2; though he saw.no major problems, it could be 
checked now. He commented that he was happy to see that we had 
solved this "and/or" problem much more easily than similar 
problems in the early phases of SALT, which Mr. Karpov, in 
particular, would appreciate. 

Graybeal said he would like to return to a subject which 
still remains one of the unresolved issues before us in our 
efforts to work out mutually agreed procedures, and present some 
considerations on notification. He then delivered his prepared 
comments on that subject (Attachment No. 3)> and inserted the 
comment that he would not repeat all of the arguments and rationale 
previously presented by the U.S. side for its proposals. 

General Ustinov said that Graybeal 's statement would be 
studied, and immediately launched into his statement on paragraph 
1.2 of the offensive arms Procedures, concerning the definition 
of a "modern SLBM" (Attachment No. 4). In connection with that, 
he tabled a Soviet Working Document consisting of proposed language 
for that paragraph (Attachment No. 5)» 

Mr. Graybeal said the U.S. side had carefully listened to 
Ustinov’s remarks, and added that both the statement and the 
proposal would be carefully studied. 

He had one question, however; to clarify Ustinov's propose,! 
concerning establishment of a working group, he wanted to know 
whether that working group, in Ustinov's view, would discuss 
both the proposed language for paragraph 1.2 and the remaining 
Issues' in Section III of the offensive arms Procedures. He had 
understood Ustinov's statement in that way, and had further 
understood Ustinov to say that he considered it possible to 
discuss the possibility of agreeing on the language proposed 
today for paragraph 1.2 provided mutually acceptable solutions 
are found for Section III. 

General Ustinov said that when he proposed establishing a 
working group, he had in mind that the respective positions of 
the sides on naval matters would be clarified in more detail. 

This included Section III and paragraph 1.2; what he also had 
in mind was a detailed study of the proposals of both sides on 
the questions in those parts of the Joint Draft Text, with a 
view to trying to arrive at a common .view on them. The Soviet 
side felt that General Georgi and Mr. Karpov should be assisted 
in their work by the appropriate experts from both Components 
of the SCO. He said he further felt' that in order to clarify 
the matters in question, the working group would probably need 
only a meeting or two, after which work on these subjects could 
continue in the forum of the entire SCC. 
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Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for '' -the additional clarification 
of his proposal, and said that he understood it. He stated that 
he would like a little time to ’think about it and discuss it 
with the other members of the U.S. Component, and that he would 
respond to the proposal as soon as possible. He indicated that 
General Ustinov again had the floor. 

General Ustinov said he had no further matters to bring 
up today. 

Mr. Graybeal said. that he, also, had nothing further. 

General Ustinov stated that, in that case, we could probably 
agree that the next meeting would take place on Tuesday, May 7> 
at 11:00 a.m. The decision as to whether it would be a plenary 
session of the SCO or a meeting of the working group could be 
made after Graybeal had decided whether or not to accept the 
proposal to establish a working group. 

Mr. Graybeal remarked that the two sides might even decide 
to have both kinds of meetings on May 7, and schedule a working 
group meeting to follow an SOC meeting on that date. 

General Ustinov said that was also possible, and adjourned 
the meeting at 11:35 a.m., commenting as he did so that he would 
await Graybeal’ s response concerning the establishment of a 
working group. 

Attachments : 

1. Graybeal Comments on para 1.2 of ABM Procedures 

2. Ustinov Statement on para 1.2 of ABM Procedures, and 
Soviet Working Document 

3. Graybeal Comments on Notification 

4 . Ustinov Statement on para 1.2 of Offensive Arms Procedures 

5. Soviet Working Document on pa,ra 1.2 of Offensive Arms 
Procedures 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAINS COMMENTS - PARAGRAPH 1.2. OF 
PROCEDURES FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

May 3 , 1974 

1. Mr. Commissioner, the only bracketed portions of 
the Joint Draft Texts for the Protocol and Procedures for 
ABM Systems and Their Components, other than those related 
to notification, are the two words "and" versus "or" in 
paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures. The issue, simply stated 
is whether dismantling or destruction of the headworks (if 
present) should be mandatory or optional. 

2. The U.S. side continues to believe that, where 
headworks are present, their dismantling or destruction 
should be mandatory. Without such a provision the agreed 
reactivation time criterion contained in paragraph 3 of 
the Protocol would not be met. 

3. We are aware of no reason why a procedure similar 
to that preliminarily agreed to for silo ICBM launchers 
should not also be applied to those silo ABM launchers 
which have headworks . 
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4. Mr. Commissioner , the procedures we are discussing 
this morning apply to --"Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges." 
It is understood that these procedures shall not prejudice 
the scope or terms of the procedures to be worked out for 
dismantling or destruction and replacement of ABM systems 
and their components at operational ABM deployment areas 
as provided for in the ABM Treaty. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH I . 2 OF ABM PROCEDURES 

May 3, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

Today we would" like to express our views concerning 
the Procedures governing dismantling or destruction of 
ABM systems and their components, specifically, that 
part of Section I of this document which concerns the 
scope of dismantling or destruction of excess ABM 
launchers at test ranges. 

We have again carefully studied the proposal tabled 
by the U.S. side at SCC-II on paragraph 1.2 of the ABM 
Procedures, concerning the scope of measures necessary 
for putting silo launchers in a condition that precludes 
the possibility of their use for launching ABMs. 

We, also, believe that the dismantling of ABM silo 
launchers at test ranges can be carried out applying that 
scope preliminarily agreed by us on April 30j 1974 for 
land-based silo ICBM launchers. Therefore, the Soviet 
side proposes the following wording for paragraph 1.2 
of the ABM Procedures: 

"2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground structures 
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and headwords and removal of launcher rails. Silo 
launcher debris may be removed and after six month 
the silos may be filled with earth. " 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 

Soviet Working Document 

May 3, 1974 

ABM PROCEDURES 
Section I a paragraph 2 

2 . Silo launchers shall be made unusable 'by 
dismantling or destruction of their above-ground 
structures and headworks and removal of launcher 
rails. Silo-launcher debris may be removed and 
after six months the silos may be filled with earth. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL ’ S COIvlMENTS - NOTIFICATION 

May 3, 1974 

1. Mr. Commissioner, we have carefully studied the 
statements you made and we note that you are still studying 
the clarifications we provided to your questions on 
notification. But., the two sides still appear to be far 
apart on the overall issue of notification in spite of 

the efforts made by the U.S. side to facilitate progress 
in this area. 

2. It remains the U.S. position that certain notification 
provisions would promote the objectives of the ABM Treaty 

and the Interim Agreement by reducing the possibilities for 
uncertainties and misunderstandings and thereby enhance the 
viability of these agreements and contribute to continued 
improved relations between our two countries. The U.S. side 
believes that significant benefits could be achieved at 
little or no cost or effort, and at no risk to the security 
interests of either side. 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 




Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435AM0400010001-2 

SECRET 

_ 2 - 

* < 

3. Mr. Commissioner, T “’would like to reemphasize the 
importance the U.S. side attaches to including adequate 
notification provisions in the mutually agreed procedures 
we are charged with working out in the SCC. Consequently, 

I repeat that the U.S. proposals regarding notification should 
he considered on their own merit as an integral part of the 
mutually agreed procedures we are developing. Progress 
requires taking into account the views and concerns of both 
sides. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH 1.2 OF STRATEGIC 
OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 
May 3, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, 

At today's meeting I would like to return again 
to paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures for strategic 
offensive arms . 

The Soviet side has already expressed its point of 
view on this question on April 19, 1974. Briefly stated,, 
we believe the addition proposed by the U.S. side to be 
superfluous, since the definition of a modern SLBM, as 
it applies to the tasks of the procedures which we are 
working out, is expressed with adequate completeness 
in the agreed portion of the formulation for paragraph 2. 

On April 19 , 1974 the U.S. side submitted for the 
Commission's consideration two modified alternative 
versions of wording, supplementing its bracketed proposal 
of November 1 6 , 1973* and stated that it considers these 
to be preferable. 

The Soviet Component of the Commission has carefully 
studied these drafts and remains convinced that introduc- 
tion of the proposed addition to paragraph 2 will not 
add anything new of substance in terms of accomplishing 
the tasks steming from the Interim Agreement and the 
Protocol thereto. 
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Mr. Commissioner, there is a large group of 
questions concerning ballistic-missile submarines under 
consideration by the Commission. It is apparent from 
past discussions that achievement of mutually acceptable 
solutions to these questions is meeting with rather 
considerable difficulties. 

It would appear useful to approach solution of 
these' questions taking into account all aspects of this 
matter, especially the fact that both the definition of 
a modern SLBM, and resolution of the questions contained 
in Section III of the Procedures, ought to be considered 
in the context of the provisions of the Interim Agreement 
concerning the replacement of weapons, covered by that 
agreement, by new ballistic-missile submarines. 

Therefore, desiring to facilitate finding mutually 
acceptable solutions, and taking into account the 
importance which the U.S. side attaches to the addition 
to paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures for strategic offensive 
arms, the Soviet Component of the SCC is prepared, in 
principle, to discuss the question of the possibility of 
considering the U.S. addition to paragraph 1.2 of the 
Procedures for strategic offensive arms, provided mutually 
acceptable solutions for Section III of the Procedures 
for strategic offensive arms are found. 
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In that case, the following wording of the addition 

to paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures, defining a modern 

* < 

SLBM, could be taken as a..ba.sis for discussion. 

(The wording of paragraph 1.2 is read) 

It seems to me that we could establish a working 
group, headed by Mr. Georgi and Mr. Karpov, for the 
■purpose of a more- detailed discussion of these questions. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Official tran s lation 
Soviet Working Document 
May 3 , 1974 

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
Section I, paragraph 2 

2 . Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles 
are: for the United States, missiles installed in all 
nuclear-powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union, 
missiles of the type installed in nuclear-powered sub- 
marines made operational since 1965; and for both Parties 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles first flight-tested 
since 1965 and installed in any submarine regardless of 
type. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, April 30, 1974 
US Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. Graybeal 

Brig. Gen. Georgi 

Col. (Ret.) FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Lt. Col. Bartos 

Lt. Col. DeSimone 

Mr . Long 

Lt. Cdr. Martin 

Mr . Smith 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Karpov 

Col. Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

Capt. Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal declared the meeting open and delivered 
a brief prepared statement noting that there appeared to be pre- 
liminary agreement by Commissioners on Section II of the 
strategic offensive arms Procedures, and provided the Soviet side 
with English and Russian texts of the language for that section 
which the US side believes is now preliminarily agreed by 
Commissioners (Attachment No. 1). 

Commissioner Ustinov said the Soviet Component of the 
Commission is pleased that we have been able to reach agreement 
in principle on one of the most important sections of the 
strategic offensive arms Procedures, Section II, which governs 
the scope of dismantling on land-based ICBM launchers deployed 
prior to 1964. He added that such agreement had become possible 
thanks to a constructive approach by both sides towards solving 
problems in a spirit of mutual understanding. Ustinov said 
he thought the two Executive Secretaries could be charged with 
presenting to the Commissioners, sometime next week, the Joint 
Draft of the Text of Section II "preliminarily agreed by 
Commissioners" , It went without saying that this language was 
subject to consideration and approval by Governments, and that 
either side could propose changes or amendments if they were 
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considered necessary. He concluded by expressing *;hope 
that other remaining unagreed Issues would be deal.'., with just 
as quickly and successfully as had been Section II. 

Mr. Graybeal agreed that the English and Russian texts 
of the language for Section II should be conformed under the 
supervision of the Executive Secretaries. He also noted his 
agreement with Ustinov's remarks that* obviously, we could 
return to this subject if either Government deemed it necessary, 
and that "nothing is agreed until all is agreed." 

Graybeal said that he had wanted to lead off at this 
morning's meeting because he had thought it useful to respond 
to the proposals made by the Soviet side, and the progress 
made at the last meeting and during the subsequent conversa- 
tion between Commissioners, by tabling the language the US 
side considered to be preliminarily agreed at this point. 

He concluded by commenting that important work on the 
resolution of other issues still remained, and with that returned 
the floor to Ustinov. 

General Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on 
Para. III.l of the strategic offensive arms Procedures 
(Attachment No. 2) containing a Soviet proposal on submarine 
dismantling, and tabled that proposal in the form of a Working 
Document (Attachment No. 3). 

Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's statement and. the proposal 
he had tabled would be given the most careful study by the US 
side. Without commenting further at this time on the new Soviet 
proposal, Graybeal said, he would like to set forth US views 
regarding Section III of the offensive arms Procedures. He 
then delivered his prepared comments on ballistic missile sub- 
marine and SLBM launcher dismantling or destruction (Attachment 
No. 4). 

In presenting his comments, Graybeal noted Ustinov's 
mention in his own statement of the need to satisfy the agreed 
criteria included in Para. 3 of the offensive arms Protocol. 

He tabled a Working Document of the US SCO Component con- 
taining new language for subparagraph III. 1(e) of the offensive 
arms Procedures, noting that .it incorporated those changes in 
the language of that subparagraph to which he had referred in 
his comments (Attachment No. 5) • 
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Graybeal said that he had no further considerations to 
present at this morning's meeting. 

General Ustinov said that Graybeal's statement, as well 
as the revised US proposal, would be studied by the Soviet side. 
Both sides had tabled proposals for Section III, and we would 
have the opportunity to exchange points of view on this subject 
in the future. However, he said, he would like to draw atten- 
tion again to the proposal the Soviet side had tabled for con- 
sideration today. In his view, it was quite constructive, and 
acceptable to both sides. He simply wanted to suggest careful 
study of that proposal. 

Ustinov said he would like to continue with some considera- 
tions concerning several issues which had been addressed at 
previous meetings, if Graybeal had no objection. 

Mr. Graybeal said it was his pleasure to listen to consid- 
erations of the Soviet side on any issue which needed further 
discussion, in the spirit of direct and. frank consideration of 
all issues between the two sides. He noted that the US side 
always listened very carefully to any remarks made by Ustinov. 

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and delivered a prepared 
statement on notification (Attachment No. 6). 

Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's statement would be 
carefully studied, and that he would restrict his preliminary 
reaction to three points: 

First, there is agreement between the sides that prior 
notification, or any notification, for that matter, is not 
required for verification of compliance with the Interim Agree- 
ment and its Protocol or with the Procedures we are working 
out. There was one important exception, as had been previously 
mentioned by the US side. If either side chooses to implement 
the Procedure calling for sinking of a submarine, that would 
require some notification to insure adequate verification. 

Second, mutual trust and the viability of existing agree- 
ments is based on a number of factors, among which one of the 
most important is compliance with those agreements by both 
sides. Insuring confidence in compliance, by national technical 
means, is also an important item. 

Third, Graybeal said, in his opinion, one of the important 
tasks of the SCO is to promote the implementation of both the 
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provisions and the objectives of the ABM Treaty, the Interim 
Agreement and its Protocol, and applicable Agreed Statements. 

Any action we can take in the SCC, whether in formulating 
mutually agreed procedures or in raising other questions 
arising on either side, the clarification of which would be 
useful in reducing misunderstandings or uncertainties, would 
contribute not only to the viability of those existing agree- 
ments, but also to improving relations between our countries, 
and. improving the climate for possible future agreements. 
Therefore, adequate notification procedures, which can be 
implemented, at no expense to the security interests of either 
side while contributing to reducing the possibilities for mis- 
understanding and. uncertainty, remained, in his opinion, an 
important element of the task before the SCC. 

Graybeal said, that he would conclude from Ustinov's 
statement this morning that some major work still remains to be 
done by the SCC. 

General Ustinov said that in his statement on notification 
this morning, he had addressed the subject of notification as 
a whole, proceeding from the position taken by the Soviet side 
on that issue as a whole. The problem, however, consists of a 
number of particulars, one of which Graybeal had addressed 
during the April 19 meeting as well as in his remarks in response 
to Ustinov’s own statement this morning. The specific particular 
he had in mind dealt with prior notification of the time and 
location of the sinking of a replaced submarine. However, 

Ustinov continued, Graybeal had said nothing regarding those 
elements of prior notification which were still part of the 
US proposals as reflected in the Joint Draft Texts of 
November l6, 1973 and April 19* 1974. He had in mind notifica- 
tion concerning shipyards to be used for submarine dismantling, 
advance notification concerning submarines which would begin 
sea trials during the next six months, and other matters. 

Inasmuch as this issue was being dealt with at this morning's 
meeting, he would, .like to continue his comments by addressing 
the two particulars he had just mentioned. 

He then read prepared statements on predesignation of 
shipyards and on prior notification of the commencement of 
submarine sea trials (Attachments No. 7 and No. 8). 

Following his prepared comments, Ustinov said he had 
addressed those two questions in detail in connection with 
Graybeal* s comments regarding the Soviet position on notifica- 
tion, so that the US side would better understand that Soviet 
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position. He would like to ask, he said, that the US side 
carefully study his considerations, so that we might achieve 
progress and success in our work. 

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov for the additional clarifica- 
tion concerning notification, and said that we would, obviously, 
be returning to this important subject, on which we remained 
far from agreement. He said that having listened carefully 
to Ustinov's statement, he could only reinforce his own comment 
that the SCO still has a great deal of work to do. 

General Ustinov interjected that he agreed. 

Mr. Graybeal said that the US side would carefully study 
all the points Ustinov had made, and subsequently return to 
them. He asked whether Ustinov had any other matters to raise 
today . 

General Ustinov said he thought it was already time to 
wind up this meeting. 

Mr. Graybeal said he had only a pair of minor items he 
would like to mention. He noted the imminent departure of 
Lt. Col. Bartos, who would be. replaced on the US side by a 
Navy man whom some on the Soviet side already knew, Cdr. Atkinson. 
He also noted that tomorrow was an important Soviet holiday and, 
on behalf of all of the US Component, he wished all of the Soviet 
Component a happy May Day. 

Graybeal then suggested that the next meeting be scheduled 
for 11 a.m. on Friday, May 3, at the Soviet mission, if that 
were agreeable. 

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for the holiday greeting, 
said that on his own behalf, and on behalf of all the members 
of the Soviet Component, he would like to wish Lt. Col Bartos 
bon v oyage and a pleasant trip to the United States, and added 
that the Soviet side would be happy to welcome Cdr. Atkinson 
and work with him in the SCC. He concluded by noting his agree- 
ment to the proposed schedule for the next meeting. 

Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 12:20 p.m. 
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Attachments : 

1. Graybeal's Statement on Section II, Offensive Arms 
Procedures and Working; Document, US SCO Component on 
Section II, Offensive Arms Procedures 

2. Ustinov's Statement on Para. III.l, Offensive Arms 
Procedures 

3. Soviet Working Document on Para. III. 1(d), Offensive 
Arms Procedures 

4. Graybeal's Comments on Section III of Offensive Arms 
Procedures 

5. Working Document of US SCC Component on Para. III. 1(e) 
Offensive Arms Procedures 

6. Ustinov's Statement on Notification 

7. Ustinov's Statement on Predesignated Shipyards 

o. Ustinov's Statement on Prior Notification of Commence- 
ment of Sea Trials 


Drafted by 


A "• 


DeSimone :bd 


Approved by: S. N.^Graybeal 
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Attachment No. 1 


SCC-III 

STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 

April 30, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, on April 2 6 we had a useful 
exchange of views which appears to provide a solution 
to our differences in regard to the Procedures for 
Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Based ICBM 
Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers. We are in 
agreement that the procedures of Section II of the 
Procedures Governing Replacement, Dismantling or 
Destruction, and Notification Thereof, for Strategic 
Offensive Arms are interrelated and that each part 
should be considered in the light of this relationship. 
Therefore, after careful study of the language pro- 
posed by the Soviet side at the meeting of April 26, 
1974 and modified during our private discussion follow- 
ing that meeting, we appear to have preliminary agree- 
ment by Commissioners on all of Section II as follows: 
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Working Document of 
US SCC Comnonent 
April 30, 1974 

S TRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES 

II. Procedures F or Dismantling or Destruction of 
Land-Based I CBM Launchers' Replaced By SLBM Launchers 

1. In all cases the following actions shall be accomplished 
in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, warheads, and 
mobile equipment; and 

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant-handling 
equipment, associated with the launcher and located 
at the launch site, and removal of all dismantled 
equipment from the launch site. Launch equipment 
is understood to be systems, components, and 
instruments required to launch a missile. 

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 
be performed: 

(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the launch 

stand and at least 20 meters in diameter and missile 
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made unusable 
by dismantling or destruction; 

Approved For Release 2004/01^c;jCj;/^RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For Rafease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435^i60400010001-2 

SECRET 



(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and 
removed from the launch site; and 

(c) debris of destroyed areas of launch pads 
and of missile launch control posts 
(bunkers),, and the fuel storage tank foun- 
dations may be removed, and, after six 
months, the places where they were located may 
be covered with earth. 

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to 
the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions 
shall be performed: 



(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes, and silo headworks shall be 
dismantled or destroyed, and dismantled components 
shall be removed from the launch site; and 

(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silo shall 
remain open for a period of six months, after 
which it may be filled with earth. 

4. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 
at ICBM launch sites shall not be used for storage, support 
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or launch of ICBMs but may, at the discretion of the Parties, 
be used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 
of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 
after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 


SECRET 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH III.l 
April 30 , 1974 

Mr, Commissioner, 

As we agreed, I want to set forth at this 
meeting the point of view of the Soviet side on 
paragraph 1 of Section III, Procedures for Dismantling 
or Destruction of Ballistic Missile Submarines and 
SLBM Launchers Replaced by New Ballistic Missile Sub- 
marines and SLBM Launchers, on which we have not yet 
reached agreement. 

In my statement I will specifically address in 
greater detail the scope of dismantling, since we have 
already spoken on the overall issue of notification. 

We have carefully studied the U.S. proposals on this 
question, submitted at SCC-II. 

In setting forth the position of the Soviet side 
on questions of dismantling or destruction of SLBM 
launchers and ballistic missile submarines, it is my 
aim to resolve the differences between us through a 
frank exchange of views. This would permit us to 
successfully resolve the problem of working out wording 
which is acceptable to both sides . 

First of all, we believe that dismantling or 
destruction procedures must be acceptable for any 

SECRET 
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ballistic missile submarine covered by the Interim 
Agreement. Also, as we have already said, the 
procedures being worked ouc must not provide for 
prior notifications, and verification of compliance 
with these procedures must be provided by national 
technical means. 

Agreed paragraph 4 of the strategic offensive arms 
Protocol specifies that dismantling or destruction 
procedures shall be formulated separately for ICBM 
launchers, as well as SLBM launchers and ballistic 
missile submarines. In our opinion, however, such a 
formulation in no way means that procedures must be 
worked out for some kinds of separate classes of sub- 
marines . 

In matters of submarine dismantling, it is of 
paramount importance that SLBM launcher dismantling 
procedures be such that reactivation time of those 
units would not be substantially less than the time 
required for new construction. The U.S. side, too, has 
emphasized this on more than one occasion. In this 
connection, in establishing the scope of dismantling y 
one should take into account the necessity for 
reasonable economy of effort and funds, as well as the 
possibility of using the submarines, after dismantling 

SECRET 
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of launchers, for purposes not inconsistent with 
the Interim Agreement, as provided for in para- 
graph 6 of the strategic offensive arms Protocol. 

Thus, the Soviet side believes that procedures 
for dismantling and replacement of ballistic missile 
submarines must be applicable to any ballistic missile 
submarine covered by the Interim Agreement, and that it 
is not advisable, in this connection, to single out 
any sorts of individual classes of submarines. 

Taking the above into account, the Soviet side 
does not see the necessity of wording subparagraph (e) 
in the form in which it was proposed by the U.S. side 
at SCC-II, and in place of that subparagraph, proposes 
a new formulation for subparagraph (d). 

"(d) removing, in the open, the missile launch 
tubes together with the part of the superstructure or 
fairwater and the section of the outer hull and pressure 
hull above the missile compartment, with subsequent 
welding of new sections without launch-tube penetrations 
or missile hatches into the outer hull and pressure 
hull. The superstructure and fairwater may be 
replaced over the section of the hull of the submarine 
from which the launch tubes have been removed." 
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Mr. Coimnis sioner , as you can see for yourself , 
in this subparagraph, we provide for carrying out. such 
dismantling measures as would fully preclude the 
possibility of using submarines , which are being 
replaced, for launching ballistic missiles as well 
as the possibility of their rapidly being put into 
a condition in which they are usable for launching 
such missiles. At the same time, in spite of the 
fact that the formulation proposed by the Soviet side 
is shorter, it covers the whole set of items which 
were proposed by the U.S. side in subparagraph (e). 

Xt can be applied to any ballistic missile submarine 
covered by the Interim Agreement. 

Also, the measures specified in this formulation 
ensure the possibility of using a dismantled submarine 
for purposes not inconsistent with the Interim Agree- 
ment . 

Mr. Commissioner, we hope that the U.S. side will 
carefully study our proposal. With a positive approach 
to it on your part, we could reach agreement on this 
yet unresolved issue. 

Thank you for your attention. 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 

SECRET 



Approved For R^^ase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP8OTOO435AQ004OOO1OOO1-2 


At tachment No . 3 


SECRET 


Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 
April 30, 197 ; t 


PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
Section III, paragraph 1 

(d) removing, in the open, the missile launch 
tubes together with the part of the superstructure 
or fairwater and the section of the outer hull and 
pressure hull above the missile compartment, with 
subsequent welding of new sections without launch - 
tube penetrations or missile hatches into the outer 
hull and pressure hull. The superstructure and fair- 
water may be replaced over the section of the hull of 
the submarine from which the launch tubes have been 
removed. 
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l \ L» * Attachmen i: No. 4 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL.’ S COMMENTS - SECTION III OP 
PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
April 30 * 1974 

1. Mr. Commissioner, today I will set forth U.S. 
views regarding the procedures for dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers replaced by new ballistic missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers--Section III of the Procedures for 
Strategic Offensive Arms. 


2. During the period, between SCO sessions, the U.S. 
side carefully analyzed the five procedures set forth 
in the Joint Draft Text of November l6, 1973 and studied 
the exchanges which had taken place on this subject 
during the first two SCC sessions. We continue to 
believe that the alternative procedures proposed by 
the U.S. for dismantling or destruction of ballistic 
missile submarines and SLBM launchers, which are now in 
Section III of the Joint Draft Text of Strategic Offen- 
sive Arms Procedures of April 19, 1974, should be 
acceptable to both sides. 



K 
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3. The U.S. proposed sinking of the submarine with 
its launchers in international waters at least 2000 
meters in depth. When this procedure lor ballistic- 
missile submarine destruction is chosen, notification of 
the time and location of the planned destruction shall be 
given to the other side at least one month prior to the 
planned destruction. 

4. The U.S. proposed, scrapping the submarine and its 
launchers in the open in predesignated shipyards. 

5. The U.S. proposed removing the submarine's missile 
section in the open in predesignated shipyards. In 
implementing the procedure for "removing the submarine's 
missile section in the open," it is the U.S. view that if 
this submarine is to be used for other purposes then the 
missile section must not be replaced by a new section of 
similar dimensions. Any replacement hull section must 

be significantly shorter in overall length than the 
missile section it replaces. 

6. During SCC II, after carefully analyzing the Soviet 
proposals for procedures for ballistic missile submarine 
and SLBM launcher destruction or dismantling, the United 
States set forth another alternative procedure (Para. III. 1(e) 

SECRET 
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of JDT dated November 1 6 i 1973). This proposal was 
made in an effort to bring the views of the two sides 
closer together. After further study since our last 
session., the U.S. side developed new language which we 
believe should make this alternative acceptable to the 
Soviet side. Our revised proposal would apply to nuclear- 
powered ballistic missile submarines originally con- 
structed prior to 1965 whose ballistic missile launch 
tubes protrude into the sail. 

7. The U.S. approach to procedures for the dis- 
mantling or destruction of ballistic missile submarines 
and SLBM launchers' is predicated upon the view that they 
must be consistent with the agreed criteria contained in 
Para. 3 of the Protocol. I believe there is complete 
agreement between us on this fundamental point. 

8. Mr. Commissioner, the U.S. side remains convinced 
that the four U.S. -proposed procedures provide adequate 
and effective alternatives for all presently known 
classes of submarines. We believe the U.S. proposals 

in the JDT of April 19, 197^-j as revised by us today, 
provide a firm basis for agreement. 
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Working Document of 
US SCO Component 
April 30, 1974 

STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 
SECTION III, PARAGRAPH 1(e) 

III. 1(e) for nuclear-powered ballistic missile sub- 
marines originally constructed prior to 1965 
whose ballistic missile launch tubes protrude 
into the sail, removing the missile launch 
tubes in the open in predesignated shipyards as 
set forth below. The shipyards to be used for 
ballistic-missile submarine dismantling shall 
be agreed between the Parties. 

(1) That entire part of the superstructure 
(including the fairwater) and outer hull 

above the missile compartment of the 
submarine shall be removed. 

(2) That section of the missile compartment 
pressure hull (hull crown plating and frame 
segments) which contains all of the hull 
penetrations for the missile launch tubes. 
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as well as the missile launch tubes * 
shall be removed. 

(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then 
be restored only by welding into place new 
sections without launch tube penetrations. 

(4) No superstructure or fairwater shall be 
replaced over the section of the submarine 
from which the missile launch tubes have 
been removed. 


SECRET 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION 
April 30, 197^ 

Mr. Commissioner, 

Since the April 19 , 197 ^ meeting, the Soviet SCO 
Component has devoted much attention to study of the 
position of the U.S. side on notification issues which 
was set forth hy you on that date, and those clarifica- 
tions which you provided on April 23 in connection 
with the questions raised by the Soviet side on this 
matter . 

We agree with you, Mr. Commissioner, that notifica- 
tion is one of the principal unresolved issues. I can 
also affirm with satisfaction the agreement of both 
sides that prior notification is not necessary for 
verifying, by national technical means, compliance with 
existing agreements or with the Procedures we are work- 
ing out. This spares me the need of again repeating 
the basic premise of both sides concerning the 
reliability and effectiveness of national technical 
means of verification. 

At the same time I cannot comprehend the persistence 
with which the U.S. side is nonetheless pressing for 
the inclusion of elements of prior notification in the 
Procedures. You say that this would enhance the 
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viability of already concluded agreements and would 
contribute to the development of mutual trust 
between our countries. 

But it is not notification , whether prior or not, 
on which viability of Soviet -American agreements and 
mutual trust are based. They are based on strict 
compliance by the sides with the provisions of these 
documents, and the capabilities of the sides to carry 
out reliable verification, using their national technical 
means of verification, of compliance with the provisions 
of these agreements, as well as with the Procedures 
we are working out. 

The main purpose of notification procedures is 
that each side inform the other side through the Stand- 
ing Consultative Commission, for the period between 
sessions, on the completion of dismantling or destruc- 
tion of numbers of ICBM launchers, submarines, and 
SLBM launchers, as well as ABM launchers and radars j 
and for that same period, on the number of ICBM 
launchers and SLBM launchers used by each side for 
replacement . 

Such a reciprocal exchange of information by the 
sides through the SCC would be documentary confirma- 
tion of completion of actions in this area for their 
official recording in the SCC. 
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Precisely this would promote enhancement of 
the viability of the ABM Treaty and the Interim 
Agreement and would contribute to the strengthening 
of mutual trust between our countries. 

Therefore., on the strength of the considerations 
set forth by iis, the Soviet side does not see a necessity 
to replace the functions of national technical means 
of verification with any sort of additional functions 
of the Commission with respect to prior notification. 

Such a solution of the question is unacceptable to us 
as a matter of principle. 

Mr. Commissioner, with respect to your clarifica- 
tions of April 23 on questions of notification, we are 
still studying them thoroughly. Today, in a preliminary 
manner, it can be said that the notification procedures 
proposed by you on launcher dismantling which is in 
progress are in our opinion not dictated by necessity, 
and only complicate what is already a complicated task 
for the SCC. 

The Soviet side proposes a solution to the question 
of notification, which is simpler and which fully meets 
the tasks before us--that notification be made on that 
number of ICBM launchers, SLBM launchers, ABM launchers, 
and radars, the dismantling of which has been completed 
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by the beginning of a. regular session, as well as 
on the number of ICBM launchers and SLBM launchers 
used during that same period for replacement. We 
are convinced that such a solution more precisely 
reflects the substance of this matter. 

Thank you four attention. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PREDESIGNATION OF SHIPYARDS 

April 30, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, 

1. Prior notification of the location of dismantl- 
ing or destruction of submarines is inadvisable and 
unnecessary for the following reasons. 

First , predesignation of shipyards where submarine 
dismantling is carried out, in our opinion, replaces 
the functions of national technical means of verification. 

Second , paragraph III. 2 of the strategic offensive 
arms Procedures, agreed by us at SCC-II, sets the 
period of time for submarine dismantling or destruction. 
This period covers an extensive increment of time 
during which national technical means are capable of 
verifying progress in this work with a high degree of 
confidence. The lengthy dismantling process and its 
implementation in the open permit each side to follow, 
with adequate certainty, the course of dismantling 
work. Therefore, no additional information or data is 
required on such work and the shipyards in which this 
work is carried out. Moreover, it is necessary to 
take into account that we do not designate the shipyards 
where ballistic missile submarines are built; why, then, 
designate where we will dismantle them. Incidentally, 

SECRET 
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at SCC-II the U.S. side displayed reasonable 
flexibility when it withdrew its proposal on specify- 
ing coordinates for I CBM and SLBM launchers being 
dismantled. Why then did shipyards remain; after all, 
these are coordinates too? In our opinion this 
question is so clear that it needs no additional 
explanation. 

In light of the considerations set forth by me, 
we believe that the proposal of the U.S. side for 
prior designation of shipyards is not advisable and 
therefore cannot be accepted. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PRIOR NOTIFICATION OF 
COMMENCEMENT OF SEA TRIALS 
April 30, 1974 

2 . In subparagraph 1.6(b) of the strategic 
offensive arms Procedures, the U.S. side proposes 
that with respect to SLBM replacement launchers, 
notification contain "the number of ballistic missiles 
which are on submarines that will begin sea trials 
during the next six-month period." 

Such a formulation cannot be acceptable to the 
Soviet side because it plainly contains the principle 
of prior notification which we have always opposed. 

We believe that such prior notification is not required. 

Both sides have agreed that the beginning of sea 
trials of a ballistic missile submarine shall be the 
date on which such a submarine first operates under 
its own power away from the harbor or port in which 
the construction or fitting-out of the submarine was 
performed. The time of the beginning of sea trials, 
which is the basis for timing initiation and comple- 
tion of dismantling or destruction of launchers being 
replaced, can be determined by national technical 
means of verification. This is the substance of the 
question with which, it seems to us, both sides were 
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in agreement. In such a case we cannot understand 
why the U.S. side again advances a requirement for 
prior notification. -'We cannot agree to this. 
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SCC 

Session-Ill 
A- 190 


US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, April 26, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present : 

Mr. Graybeal 

Brig. Gen. Georgi 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Lt. Col. Bartoc 

Lt. Col. DeSimone 

Mr . Long 

Lt. Cdr. Martin 

Mr . Smith 

Mr. Arenshurger (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr . Karpov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col. Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

Capt. Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Ustinov declared the meeting open and said that 
in accord with his prior understanding with Mr. Graybeal he would 
take the floor first. He then gave a prepared statement on 
paragraph II. 4 of the strategic offensive arms Procedures 
(Attachment No. 1). 

Ustinov continued by following up with statements on 
paragraphs II. 2 and 11.3(a) of the strategic offensive arms 
Procedures (Attachments No. 2 and No. 3)* and tabling two Soviet 
Working Documents containing proposed language for those two 
paragraphs (Attachment No. 4)'. 

Ustinov concluded by thanking Graybeal for his patience in 
hearing out a rather long statement. He said it seemed to him 
that the proposals he had made today should constitute mutually 
acceptable solutions to all the remaining questions in Section Ii 
of the Procedures, along the lines spoken of at the last meeting, 
and that should permit us to remove all of the brackets from 
Section II of the Procedures. 
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Commissioner Graybeal said that General Ustinov s statements 
and the specific proposals of the Soviet side would , needless oO 
sav he given very careful consideration and study. _ His 
preliminary reaction* he continued* now that both sideb had 
set forth their views on Section II, was that we seem to he 
moving toward solution of the issues in that section o_ ie 
offensive Procedures. 


Graybeal said he thought Ustinov would understand that in 
view of the statement he had made and the new Soviet proposals le 
had tabled, he, Graybeal, would refrain from any prepared statement 
or further comment on Section II. Rather, he would carefully study 
them* as he had already said* and we would return to the subject 
very soon. However, for the purpose of improving our mutual 
understanding of the Soviet proposals, he would like to make several 
preliminary observations. 


The U.S. side, he stated, continued to consider cost and 
expense a secondary factor. Though we recognize it as a factor 
it is- not nearly as important as working out mutually agreed 
procedures which meet the criteria set forth in the offensive 
arms Protocol. 


Second, as he understood Ustinov's initial statement and 
summary remarks, the Soviet side sees a relationship between 
paragraph II. 4 and the remainder of the questions in Section II 
as set forth previously by the U.S. side. 


Third, it would appear that there is agreement in principle 
concerning the issues in Section II, with the exception of the 
size of the area of the launch pad to be dismantled or destroyed 
in the case of soft ICBM sites, and whether or not, in the case 
of silo launch sites, launch control bunkers are subject to 
dismantling or destruction. 


Finally, Graybeal said he believed that our exchange on 
paragraph II. 4 had been a constructive one, and he shared the 
view that we should be able to reach mutually acceptable solutions 
concerning the two remaining issues he had noted. 

He concluded by repeating that he would like to reserve . 
further comment until the statement and proposals of the Soviet 
side this morning had been studied. 
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General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for his comments, and 
said he would like to emphasise that in studying the new Soviet 
proposals the U.S. side should give attention to that aspect of 
the overall issue Ustinov had emphasized again in his statement 
today. Specifically, he was referring to the view that these 
procedures we are working out should be considered in the light 
of a dual requirement — to put the launchers in a condition 
precluding the possibility of their use for launching missiles 
while simultaneously realizing maximum economy of expense and 
effort o This view of the Soviet side is one of principle. Ustinov 
said he thought the U.S. side understood that this is a reciprocal 
proposition which was important for the U.S. side also, and that 
all proposals on procedures must be considered in the context of 
these requirements. 

Ustinov concluded by noting that he thought we could rather 
quickly remove all of the brackets from Section II of the offensive 
arms Procedures on the basis of the new specific proposals he had 
tabled this morning. 

Mr. Graybeal said that he understood Ustinov's comments and 
that they would be taken into account, and repeated his comment 
with respect to refraining from any further statements today. 

General Ustinov said he understood Graybeal 's remark to 
mean the U.S. side had no farther matters to raise today, and 
that, in that case, we could close this morning's meeting, which 
had been very productive. He proposed that if there were no 
objections from the U.S. side, the next meeting be held at 
11:00 a.m. on Tuesday, April 30, at the U.S. Mission. 

Mr. Graybeal agreed to the proposed schedule. 

General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 11:45 a.m. 


Attachments : 

1. Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures, 
Paragraph 1 1. 4 

2. Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures, 
Paragraph II. 2 

3. Ustinov Statement, strategic offensive arms Procedures, 
paragraph 11.3(a) 4 . 

4. Soviet Working Documents, on para II. 2 and 11.3(a) 

Drafted bApPDeSimone : sbs Approved by :SNGr£!ybeal 



80T00435A00040001 0001-2 



Approved For FMease 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T004354^0400010001-2 


SECRET 


Attachment No . 


1 


USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH II. 4 OF STRATEGIC- 
OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 
April 20, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner , 

In my statement today, I would like to address 
paragraph II. 4 of the. Procedures for strategic 
offensive arms, with respect to which the U.S. side 
tabled its new proposal at the last meeting. 

I believe that there is no disagreement between 
us that the procedures we are working out must, of 
course, be in full accord with the provisions of the 
Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto, as well 
as related Agreed Statements of the sides. 

As you know, these documents, as well as para- 
graphs 1 and 2 of the draft Protocol for strategic 
offensive arms and Section I of the draft Procedures 
for strategic offensive arms, strictly establish the 
possible framework of dismantling and replacement. 

Paragraph 1 of the Protocol for strategic 
offensive arms, for example, specifies that the 
attached procedures shall apply only to systems to 
be replaced and dismantled or destroyed pursuant to 
the provisions of the aforementioned Interim Agreement. 
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Paragraph 1.1 oi' the Procedures for strategic 
offensive arms specifically states that within the 
limits of the levels established for each side, 
launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 
1964, may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 
missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. 

It is quite clear that since the subject is 
replacement of launchers of one type by launchers 
of another type, within the limits of established 
levels, it is understood that the ICBM launchers of 
older types being replaced cannot be reactivated. 

One of the purposes of the procedures being worked 
out by us is to insure that the ICBM launchers being 
replaced be put in a condition that precludes the 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs, and 
make impossible their reactivation within a period 
of time substantially less than the time required 
for new construction. Both Components of the SCC 
agree that provisions of this nature must be included 
in the Procedures, although their wording has not yet 
been completely agreed upon. 

At the same time, the Soviet side has repeatedly 

4T- 

called attention to the £act that putting launchers 
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which are being replaced in a condition that 
precludes the possibility of thejr use for launching 
ICBMs must be combined with reasonable considerations 
of economy of effort and cost. And in any case, we 
must not unnecessarily carry the scope of dismantling 
activities to such proportions, that such dismantling 
activity would require greater expenditures and effort 
than the construction of the launchers being dismantled. 

At the last meeting, the U.S. Component of the 
SCC stressed the importance which it attaches to the 
wording which it tabled for paragraph II. 4 of the 
Procedures for strategic offensive arms, including 
its importance with respect to the scope of dismantling 
activities for ICBM launchers being replaced. 

- We understood the remarks of the U.S. side on 
this question to mean that on condition that para- 
graph II. 4, as proposed by the U.S. side on April 23, 
is in the Procedures, a reduction is possible in 
requirements presented until now on the scope of 
dismantling activities for ICBM launchers being 
replaced, both soft and silo. 

Taking into account the above considerations , the 
Soviet Component of the SCC continues to see no need 
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for including in the Procedures paragraph II. 4, 
even in its new, refined formulation. 

However, desiring to facilitate finding mutually 
acceptable solutions, and taking into account the 
importance which the U.S. side attaches to the 

inclusion of paragraph II. 4 in the Procedures, the 

* 

Soviet Component of the SCC is in principle prepared 
to consider the question of its possible inclusion in 
the ■ Procedures , if mutually acceptable solutions are 
found on the other issues in Section II of the 
Procedures for strategic offensive arms. 

As you know, other unagreed provisions remain 
in this section besides paragraph 4, in subpara- 
graph 2(a) and subparagraph 3(a). 

On condition that mutually acceptable wording 
is found on these issues, we would be prepared to 
agree to the U.S. proposal on paragraph 4, as 
formulated by the U.S. Component of the SCC at the 
April 23, 1974 meeting. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH II . 2 OF STRATEGIC 
OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 
April 26, 197^ 

Mr. Commissioner, 

Continuing our discussion of the Procedures 
for dismantling or destruction of land-based inter- 
continental ballistic missile launchers, being 
replaced by SLBM launchers, I intend to address those 
additional dismantling measures with respect to soft 
launch sites, which, as you know, are covered in 
paragraph II. 2 of the Procedures for strategic offensive 
arms . 


In my statement, I wou.l d like to set forth the 
position of the Soviet side on the substance of the 
questions contained in this paragraph, and if possible 
attempt to remove the brackets which still remain therein 

As a result of careful study of the Soviet and U.S. 
drafts of the text of paragraph 2, contained in the 
November l6, 1973 document, we came to the conclusion 
that the points of view of the two sides on possible 
ways for resolving the question of degree of dismantling 
soft launch sites are rather close. This gives rise 
to hope for a rapid resolution of existing differences. 
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Specifically. Mr. Commissioner, we decided to 
propose for your consideration new wording for sub- 
paragraph (a) which consists of the following! areas 
of the launch pads centered on the launch stand and 
10 meters in diameter, and missile launch control posts 
(bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling or 
destruction. " 

Thus, we are in agreement, as is proposed by the 
U.S. side, that the Procedures indicate the specific 
size of the area of the launch pad, which must be 
dismantled or destroyed. 

In our opinion, the size of the area of the launch 
pad which must, be dismantled or destroyed could be 
limited to an area 10 meters in diameter. This would 
fully ensure that the intercontinental ballistic 
missile launcher would be put in a condition that 
precludes the possibility of its use for launching 
missiles and make impossible its reactivation in 
substantially less time than the time necessary for 
new construction. At the same time such a size for 
the area of the launch pad being dismantled or destroyed 
would reduce by nine times the amount of dismantling 
work as compared to the size of the area to be destroyed 

V 

you proposed, 30 meters -in diameter, and, consequently, 
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would considerably reduce the expenditure of funds 
and effort*, we have drawn your attention to this 
repeatedly. 

The Soviet side believes that the new wording 
proposed today for subparagraph (a) can provide a 
solution acceptable to both sides, and hopes that 
the U.S. Component of the SCO will favorably consider 
this constructive Soviet proposal. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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USTINOV STATEMENT ON SUBPARAGRAPH 11.3(a) OE 
STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS PROCEDURES 
April 26, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, 

In my next statement I would like to address 
the wording of subparagraph 11.3(a) of the Procedures 
for strategic offensive arms, which governs the 
additional dismantling measures for intercontinental 
ballistic missile silo launchers. 

We believe that on this matter, too, a mutually 
acceptable solution can be found which satisfies the 
basic principles of the dismantling or destruction 
Procedures, adopted by us, set forth in paragraph 3 
of the Protocol for strategic offensive arms. At the 
same time, the Soviet side's proposal on the necessity 
for maximum possible reduction of expenditures for 
dismantling work would also be satisfied. 

I want to propose for your consideration new 
Soviet wording for subparagraph 3(a). 

(Text of subparagraph 11.3(a) of the Procedures 
for strategic offensive arms is read and handed over) . 

If you, Mr. Commissioner, carefully examine this 
wording, you will undoubtedly note that it is almost 
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fully identical with the U.S. proposal of November 1 . 6 , 
1973. The only thing missing in the Soviet draft, is 
the mention of dismantling or destruction of launch 
control posts (bunkers). 

In our opinion, and I think the U.S. side will 
agree- with this, putting the silo launcher itself into 
an unusable condition is governing and most important 
in carrying out dismantling or destruction of facilitie 
at silo launch sites. 

The Soviet side believes that the scope of 
dismantling work on a silo launcher, carried out in 
accordance with the aforementioned subparagraph (a), 
makes it completely unusable for launching missiles 
and leaves the sides no possibility whatever to 
reactivate it in a period of time, less than that 
required for new construction. Under these conditions, 
launch control posts (bunkers) completely cease to 
serve their purpose, especially since the launch 
equipment in them, must be completely dismantled and 
removed from the launch site in accordance with 
paragraph 1 of the same Section of the Procedures. 

Also, such a resolution of the question of 
dismantling or destruction of silo launchers would 
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permit a considerable reduction in expenditures for 
dismantling work. 

Mr. Commissioner * I hope that the U.S. side will 
carefully study the new Soviet proposal tabled today, 
which is aimed at reaching mutually acceptable solu- 
tions* on matters of dismantling or destruction of, ICBM 
launchers deployed prior to 1964 and being replaced 
by SLBM launchers. 

I would also like to remind you that we look upon 
our proposals for subparagraphs 11.2(a) and 11.3(a) 
of the Procedures for strategic offensive arms in the 
context of the statement I made earlier concerning 
the U.S. proposals on paragraph 4 of the same section. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Official translation 
Soviet Working Document 
April 26, 197^ 

PROCEDURES FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

ft 

Paragraph II . 2 

(a) areas of the launch pads centered on the 
launch stand and 10 meters in diameter, and missile 
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be made 
unusable by dismantling or destruction; 
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Official translation 


Soviet Working 
April 26, 1974 


Document 


PROCEDURES FOR ST RA TEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 
Paragraph II. 3 


(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas 
ducting, launch tubes and silo headworks shall be 
dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled components 
shall be removed from the launch site; 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, April 23, 1974 
U.S. Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


« 

Mr. Graybeal 

Brig. Gen. Georgi 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Lt. Col. Bartos 

Lt . Col . DeSimone 

Mr . Long 

Lt. Cdr. Martin 

Mr . Smi th 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Karpov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col. Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

Capt. Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal welcomed General Ustinov and the 
members of the Soviet Component of the SCC, declared the 
meeting open, and gave the floor to General Ustinov. 

Commissioner Ustinov delivered a prepared statement on 
paragraph II. 1(b) of the strategic offensive arms Procedures 
(Attachment No. l). 

Mr. Graybeal gave the first part of his prepared comments 
on land-based I CBM launcher dismantling or destruction (Sections 

I, II, and III of Attachment No. 2), and passed to the Soviet 
side a U.S. Working Document containing proposed revised 
language for paragraph II. 4 of the offensive arms Procedures 
(Attachment No. 3). 

General Ustinov said he had listened very carefully to 
Graybeal 1 s statement, and wanted to express his satisfaction 
that the sides had found a common formulation for paragraph 

II. 1(b); it seemed that both sides were able to find a common 
point of view. As for paragraph II. 4, it seemed to him that 
before he could speak to that subject the Soviet side would 
have to study the new draft which had been presented this 
morning. He said the U.S. proposal would be carefully studied, 
and a response would be forthcoming at a future meeting. 
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General Ustinov continued by saying that keeping our 
previous meeting in mind* he would like to try to clarify 
several questions in connection with the U. S . -proposed 
alternative formulations for the definition of a ''modern 
SLBM," which had been tabled at that meeting. 

He then read a prepared text containing two questions on 
the "modern SLBM" definition (Attachment No. 4). 

Mr. Graybeal said he would like to give a preliminary 
response, which could be amplified at a subsequent meeting, 
to assist the Soviet side in understanding the U.S. position. 
He said that both alternatives suggested by the U.S. side_ at 
the April 19 meeting used the phrase "first flight-tested" in 
place of the "first tested" which was part of the bracketed 
language of the offensive JDT, in paragraph I. 2. of the 
Procedures. This change had been made as a result of certain 
questions raised by the Soviet side -- informally, he thought, 
although he would have to check the record of our meetings at 
the second session of the SCC to be certain. Since "test" is 
very broad in its connotations, and many kinds of tests such 
as laboratory tests, drawing board tests and others exist, 
and since we are dealing here with procedures which are to 
be verified by national technical means, we changed the 
formulation so as to clearly distinguish flight testing from 
other kinds of testing. 

As for the change in the date from 1964 to 1965* Ustinov 
would note that the alternative proposed phrases which the 
U.S. side had tabled on April 19 were written so as to 
become part of paragraph 1.2. With the addition of either 
one of those phrases, the paragraph would deal with the 
definition of "modern SLBMs" in three parts -- the first 
part of the paragraph describes a modern SLBM for the U.S. ; 
the second part, for the Soviet Union; and the third part, 
for both sides. For consistency, since the cutoff date used 
in the second part was 1965* we had changed the date in our 
proposed additional phrase correspondingly. It is obvious 
that we are speaking of new missiles here, and it would seem 
appropriate to use such a cutoff date in order to distinguish 
the new from the old; this is a well-established precedent 
in previous SALT and SCC documents and discussions. 

Graybeal said he hoped this preliminary response would 
be helpful. He also added that he thought it became clear 
from. Ustinov's questions and his own answers that the 
alternative proposed additions to paragraph 1.2 which had 
been tabled on April 19 were both preferable, in terms of 
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their clarity and the consistency of the date, to the 
third alternative, that U, the bracketed sentence an 
the November l6, 1973 and April 19, 1974 JDTs. 

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said his^question 
had been intended to get at the essence of the new U.S. 

•nro-Dosals He noted that from Graybeal's explanation he 
X?s?ood 4±rTt flight-tested" to mean the end of flight 

testing. 

Mr. Graybeal said he believed the language we Jfad^used^^ 
had u roperlv ex pressed our intent; it said first flight-tested 
since 1965.^ The meaning here is parallel to the meaning o± 

"made operational since 1965," which was in the unbracketed 
part of the paragraph. That is, the missiles spoken of h.re 
would have begun their flight testing sometime after 19o5. 
Presumably, if such a missile ever became operational, then 
its flight testing would have been completed by that time. 

important point is that flight testing would have begun 
after 1965, and this formulation would provide for completing 
the definition to include "modern SLBMs* on diesel submarines. 

General Ustinov expressed his great appreciation for 

the explanation. “'He said that it would be proposal s 

lust as the Soviet, side had been studying the new U.S. proposals, 
Ld that we would be able to return to this question at a 
future meeting. 

Ustinov said the newly-proposed formulation for 
oarasraph II. 4 of the offensive arms Procedures would be 
tost as carefully studied. He added that he wanted to very 
frankly say he had intended to present the Soviet viewpoint 
on“hat paragraph today, but since the U S. side had tabled 
a new proposal, he thought it would not be well to speak on 
the previous formulation. Therefore, the Soviet side would 
study the new proposal and address the subject later. 

Mr. Graybeal said that in keeping with the understanding 
he and Ustinov had reached on today's agenda, and m the 
Sghfof the earlier exchange at this meeting, he would lile 
to continue with comments and presentation of the U.S. oide s 
views concerning the subject of ICBMs; specifically, he wanted 
to address paragraphs II. 2 and II. 3 of the 

Procedures. He emphasized that these comments were m the 
context of the interrelationship he had previously mentioned 
between paragraph II. 4 and -the other, paragraphs of Section II. 
These comments should be understood in the context of the 
importance ■ of that concept m paragraph II. 4 and its relation 
ship to the degree of dismantling and destruction at both 
soft and silo ICBM sites. 
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Graybeal then gave the remainder of his comments on 
procedures for dismantling or destruction of land-based ICBM 
launchers (see Attachment No. 2). 

General Ustinov said he had listened very carefully^to 
the U.S. proposals” on the various paragraphs of Section II 
of the offensive arms Procedures. He wanted to repeat that 
everything Graybeal had said today would be carefully studied 
by the Soviet side. Several points of contact had become 
evident, which could be used to try to find solutions to all 
the issues in Section II. Since there were new proposals from 
the U.S. side., he would not critique the U.S. -proposed 
formulations in the JDT at this time, but .would study instead 
the new proposals, which pertain to questions of interest to 
the Soviet side. 

Mr. Graybeal said the U.S. side would like to provide 
answers to the questions concerning notification which had 
been asked by the Soviet side at the April 19 meeting, and 
gave his prepared response to those questions (Attachment 
No. 5). 

He then said that completed the material he had for 
this morning, and asked whether the Soviet side had any 
further considerations. 

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal for the clarification 
on the notification questions, and said it would be carefully 
studied and analyzed by the Soviet side. 

As to further comments, he said he would like to repeat 
that he would abstain in view of the new proposals presented 
today. 


Mr. Graybeal said the only question remaining, in that 
case, was to schedule the next meeting, and proposed that 
it take place on Friday, April 26, at 11:00 a.m. He noted 
that it would be at the Soviet Mission, if that were agreeable, 
and that be believed we had also already agreed to an informal 
meeting in the form of a luncheon at 1:00 p.m. tomorrow, 

April 24. 

General Ustinov said the schedule for Friday was agreeable, 
and that the Soviet side also found tomorrow's schedule very 
agreeable . 
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Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 12:30 p.m. 


Attachments : 

1. Ustinov Statement on Offensive Procedures Para II. 1(b) 

2. Graybeal Comments on Dismantling or Destruction 
Procedures for Land-Based ICBM Launchers 

. 3. U.S. Working Document: Strategic Offensive Arms 
Procedures ^ Para II. 4 

4 . Ustinov Questions on "Modern SLBM" Definition 

5. Graybeal response to Soviet Questions on Notification 
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Attachment No, 1 

USTINOV STATEMENT ON PARAGRAPH II. 1(b) OP 
PROCEDURES FOR OFFENSIVE ARMS 
April 23, 1974 
Mr. Commissioner , 

As you and I agreed, today I will present 
comments of the Soviet side regarding the wording 
of some of the unagreed paragraphs of Section II of 
the Procedures for strategic offensive arms; 
specifically, I have in mind, first of all, para- 
graph II. 1(b) of the Procedures for strategic offensive 
arms . 


As you know, this paragraph specifies those 
measures which shall be carried out in all cases of 
dismantling or destruction of land-based ICBM launchers 
being replaced by SLBM launchers. 

The difference between the formulations of this 
paragraph is that the U.S. wording, as set forth in 
the November 16 , 1973 draft, speaks of the dismantling 
of fixed launch equipment, all erecting and handling 
equipment, and propellant -handling equipment, located 
at the launch site or associated with it (i.e. with 
the launch site), whereas the Soviet draft speaks of 
the dismantling of this very same equipment, associated 
with the launcher and located at the launch site. 
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In view of the vagueness of the U . S . proposal 
regarding the aforementioned equipment, it would be 
possible, if one so desired, to include any systems 
and components, even if located at a considerable 
distance from the launcher, or from the launch site 
of an "I CBM launcher, of an older type and unrelated 
to the launching of ICBMs deployed prior to 1964. 

In this connection, it would be Impossible to establish 
territorial bounds within which the equipment 
dismantling provision will apply, which could lead 
to misunderstandings in verification. It seems to 
us that this is not in the interests of both sides. 

In our view, the Soviet draft of this portion of 
paragraph 1(b) provides full clarity on this question. 
To begin with, it presupposes the dismantling of equip- 
ment associated with the launcher, i.e. that equipment 
which is directly involved in preparing and carrying 
out the launch of a missile from this launcher. The 
dismantling of precisely this equipment is necessary 
for putting this launcher in a condition that precludes 
the possibility of its use for launching an ICBM. 

Moreover, the Soviet draft precisely defines 
the territorial bounds within which the dismantling 
provision applies, by indicating the equipment 
located at the launch site. This facilitates 
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verification of dismantling, by national technical 
means, since its territorial confines are strictly 
delineated by the launch site. 

Thus, the Soviet draft provides for the dismantling 
of all the equipment related to carrying out the 
launch of ICBMs, deployed prior to 1964, at a given 
launch site. 

Therefore, the Soviet draft of subparagraph (b), 
as it applies to ICBM launcher equipment, is fully 
in accord with paragraph 3 of the Protocol for strategic 
offensive arms, agreed by us, which specifies that the 
procedures for dismantling or destruction of ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities shall insure that 
they would be put in a condition that precludes the 
possibility of their use for launching ICBMs, shall 
insure that reactivation of units dismantled or 
destroyed would be detectable by national technical 
means and shall be such that reactivation time of 
those units would not be substantially less than the 
time required for new construction. 

Taking into account all that I have said above, 
we believe that the Soviet version of the formulation 
for subparagraph (b) of November l6, 1973.5 fully meets 
the objectives of the Procedures we are working out. 
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Mr. Commissioner, I hope that the U.S. side 
will regard our considerations with full attention. 

I think that achievement of mutual understanding on 
this question would be in the interests of both sides 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Attachment No . 2 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS -- PROCEDURES FOR 
DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION OF LAND-BASED ICBM LAUNCHERS 

April 23, 1974 

ft 

I. 


1. Mr. Commissioner, today we are exchanging views 
on dismantling or destruction procedures for both soft 
and silo ICBM launchers. 

2. Para. II. 4 sets forth a concept which the U.S. 
side continues to believe important. We have carefully 
reviewed prior exchanges on this concept, and are prepared 
to make some changes in Para. II. 4 which take into account 
certain considerations expressed by the Soviet side. 

(Read revised Para. II. 4 and pass copy to Soviet side) 

3. Mr. Commissioner, you will note from this revision of 
Para. II. 4 that we have deleted the phrase "or for storage or 
support of ICBM - capable launchers." There can be no question 
that this paragraph now deals clearly, directly, and only with 
ICBMs -- a subject clearly within our assigned responsibilities 
If the USSR does not intend to use replaced ICBM launch sites 
for storage, support or launch of '.ICBMs, then there should be 
no reason why agreement cannot be reached. 
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4 . Mr. Commissioner, on November 5, 1973 I reiterated 
the view of the IMS. side that there is a direct link 
between the solution we reach on this concept and the 
scope and extent of dismantling or destruction procedures 
for land-based ICBM launch sites which would be acceptable 
to the U.S. side. This remains the U.S. view. 


II. 

5 - Mr. Commissioner, keeping in mind my previous 
statement regarding the inter-relationship between the 
concept in our revised Para. II . 4 and the remaining issues 
involving procedures for dismantling or destruction of 
land-based ICBMs, I would like to make the following 
additional comments. 

III. 

6. As you correctly noted in your opening statement, 
the present bracketed language in Para. II. 1(b) 
indicates a difference in the scope of dismantling 
activities at land-based ICBM launch sites. The U.S. 
proposal would include fixed launch equipment, all erecting 
and handling equipment, and propellant handling equipment 
located at the site or associated with it, whether or not 
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specifically located within the site per se. The Soviet 
language would deal with the same items but only those 
associated with the launcher and located at the launch site. 

7. The U.S. side does not see why certain items 
directly associated with the specific launch site., even 
though not located within the launch site, should not be 
dismantled or destroyed. However, Mr. Commissioner, taking 
into account Soviet considerations, including those presented 
this morning, the U.S. side is prepared to accept the Soviet 
language which reads "associated with the launcher and 
located at the launch site." 

/ 

IV. 

8. The difference between the U.S. and Soviet approach 
to dismantling or destruction of. soft ICBM launch sites, 

as reflected in Para. 11.2(a), involves the extent to which 
the launch pads are to be dismantled or destroyed. We are 
agreed that dismantling and removal of the launch device alone 
are not adequate. In our view an area of the launch pad 
centered on the launch stand must be made unusable by 
dismantling or destruction. This area must be of sufficient 
size to meet the reactivation time criterion. The U.S. side 
believes that dismantling or destruction of an area of the 
launch pad 30 meters in diameter would meet this criterion. 
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9. From mjr review of past exchanges on this subjects 
it is my understanding that the Soviet-proposed language 
also includes dismantling or destruction of the locations 
where the launch device was emplaced. The Soviet proposal, 
however, does not specify the area of the launch pad to be 
dismantled or destroyed. 

10. I do not believe there is a major difference in 
the approaches of the two sides, and thus it should be 
possible to find compromise language which meets the 
reactivation time criterion as well as the objective of 

the procedures of the two sides. 

/ 

V. 


11. The present bracketed language in Para. II. 3 
indicates a significant difference in the scope of dismantling 
activities at silo launch sites. The U.S. proposal includes 
certain actions which the Soviet proposed language does not 
require: the dismantling or destruction of silo headworks 

and launch control bunkers and filling the silo with earth. 

12. The reactivation time agreed to in Para. 3 of the 
Protocol also applies to silo launch sites. The U.S. side 
continues to believe that silo headworks and launch control 
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bunkers should be dismantled or destroyed in order to meet 
the reactivation time criterion. The Soviet proposal as 
currently worded does not meet this criterion. 

in Para. II, 3(b) 

13. The present U.S. proposed language/requires that 
after a period of six months the silo be filled with earth. 
The U.S. side is prepared to accept the Soviet language 
reading as follows : "After the actions provided in 
subparagraph (a) above have been accomplished, the silo 
shall remain open for a period of six months, after which 
it may be filled with earth." 


VI. 

14. Mr. Commissioner, today the U.S. side has proposed 
a comprehensive solution for the four bracketed paragraphs 
of the Procedures for dismantling or destruction of land-based 
ICBM sites. This movement on our part provides for a 
compromise solution which takes into account previously 
expressed considerations of the Soviet side, and is designed 
to contribute to working out the mutually agreed procedures 
we are charged with in the SCC. 
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U.S. Working Document 
April 23 , 1974 


STRATEGIC OFFENSI/E ARMS: PR OCEDURES 
PARAGRAPH I I. 4 


"4. After dismantling or destruction has been 
accomplished in accordance with the above procedures, 
facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites shall not 
be used for storage, support or launch of ICBMs but 
may, at the discretion of the Parties, be used for 
purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto." 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435Afti04000 1000 1-2 

SECRET . , , . , ' 

Attachment No. 4 

USTINOV QUESTIONS ON "MODERN SLBM" DEFINITION 
April 23, 197^ 

Mr. Commissioner * 

At the last meeting, the U.S. side set forth 
two alternative formulations regarding the concept of 
a modern SLBM, for an addition to the agreed portion 
of paragraph 1.2 of the Procedures for strategic 
offensive arms . 

The position of the Soviet SCO Component on this 
question has already been presented at the last meeting 
and remains valid. At the same time, in our study of 
these additional formulations, questions arose which 
we would ask the U.S. Component of the Commission to 
answer if possible. 

First of all, what is the difference between the 
wording of November l6--"first tested/' and the word- 
ing used in your new proposals--"f irst flight-tested." 
What is the essence of the difference and what 
specifically does the U.S. side mean by these expres- 
sions? 

Secondly, why is 1964 spoken of in one case., 
and 1965 in the second case? 

I would be grateful to you, Mr. Commissioner, 
if the U.S. Component of the Commission would clarify 
these matters for us. 
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COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S RESPONSE - QUESTIONS ON NOTIFICATION 

April 25, 197 4. 

If 

1. Mr. Commissioner, at the SCC meeting of April 19, 
1974, you raised certain questions regarding the manner in 
which notification of certain dismantling or destruction 
activities would be handled under U.S. proposed procedures 
for reporting such activities which are in process and 
those which have been completed. You cited specific example 
where with varying intervals between SCC sessions and 
different times for completing dismantling or destruction 
activities, some dismantling or destruction actions could 

be started and completed between successive SCC sessions, 
others could continue in process over the period of two SCC 
sessions, and still others could start during one interval 
between SCC sessions and be completed in the next. Today 
I would like to respond to the questions you have raised. 

2. The situations you have described could exist; 
however, they would be handled easily and simply in the 
proposed notification procedures. 
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3 . Looking at both the U.-S. and the Soviet version 
of Paragraph 1.6 of the procedures for strategic offensive 
arms, it will be noted that there is agreement that 
notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement 
activities "shall be given through the SCC twice annually, 
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular 
session."' The beginning of a SCC session is a fixed point 
in time. Likewise, each launcher subject to the notification 
is in a precise status at that time, with dismantling or 
destruction either in process or completed. No launcher 
could be in both categories at the same time. 

4. Turning now to your questions: 

(a) A launcher on which dismantling or destruction 
action was started and completed between 
successive SCC sessions would be included 
only in the number completed since the last 
report in the SCC, 

(b) Where a launcher is in process of dismantling 
or destruction over two SCC sessions, it would 
be included at both sessions in the total number 

in process . 
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(c) If a launcher is in process of being dismantled 
or destroyed at the beginning of one session and 
completed prior to the beginning of the next 

•r 

session., in the first report it would be included 
with the number in process and in the second 
report with the number completed. 

In all cases, the notification would reflect the status 
of the launchers as of the beginning of each regular SCC 
session when the notification is made. 

5. Mr. Commissioner, each notification at the beginning 
of a SCC session would include the number of launchers on 
which dismantling or destruction was in process at that point 
in time and the number of launchers on which dismantling or 
destruction had been completed since the last report in the 
SCC. We believe that this notification procedure provides 
a simple and unambiguous method for providing a twice annual 
accounting of the total number of launchers on each side on 
which dismantling or destruction has been completed or is in 
process. Of course, the cumulative number of launchers on 
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which dismantling or destruction has been completed plus 
the number in process of dismantling or destruction must 
not be less than the number of replacement SLBM launchers 
at any time. I hope this explanation satisfactorily 
answers the questions raised by the Soviet side. 
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A- 177 


US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting , April 19, 1974 
Soviet Mission, Geneva 


Persons Present: 


Mr. 

Graybeal 

Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Brig. Gen. Georgi 

Mr . Karpov 

Col 

. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald 

Miu Yereskovsky 

Mr . 

Anderson 

Col , Belyanin 

Lt. 

Col. Bartos 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Lt. 

Col. DeSimone 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr . 

Long 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 

Lt. 

Cdr. Martin 

Capt . Korobchenkc 

Mr . 

Smith 

(Military Interpreter) 

Mr. 

Afanasenko (Interpreter) 


Commissioner Ustinov opened the meeting and said that 
before giving the floor to Graybeal he would like to say a 
few words . He delivered a brief prepared statement on the 
exchange of the JDTs (Attachment. No. 1), and passed the 
Russian texts to Graybeal (Attachments No. 2 and No. 3)« 

Commissioner Graybeal said that he was in full agreement 
with Ustinov's comments, particularly concerning the usefulness 
of the work which had been done under the supervision of our 
Executive Secretaries and Deputy Commissioners, and with 
respect to the status of the JDTs. The texts which our 
Executive Secretaries had finished conforming yesterday, he 
agreed, are to be considered Joint Draft Texts "preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners" as of April 19, 1974, with the same 
understanding Ustinov had noted; that is, there may be further 
requirements for clarification and editorial work, and also 
"nothing is agreed until all is agreed." He then passed to 
Ustinov copies of the English language versions of the two 
Joint Draft Texts (Attachments No. 4 and No. 5)* 


O 
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General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and proceeded to 
deliver a brief prepared statement concerning the task of 
the SCC at this session (Attachment No. 6). 

Mr. Graybeal said that the U.S. Component agreed with 
Ustinov's remarks, and also considers that completion, to 
the extent possible, of work on the substantive issues in 
the JDTs to be the principal task at this session of the SCC. 

Graybeal continued by noting that he would like to turn 
to one of the areas in the JDTs containing bracketed language, 
and present some considerations on the subject of notification. 

He read his prepared comments on that subject (Attachment No. 7). 

General Ustinov thanked Graybeal, and said that the 
statement of the U.S. Component, to which he had listened 
very carefully, would also be very carefully studied. He 
continued by delivering his own prepared statement on the 
subject of notification (Attachment No. 8), inserting the 
following comment between the 6th and 7th paragraphs: "By 
way of comment on certain remarks in your statement, we are 
speaking here not only of notification concerning the sinking 
of submarines, but also of such U.S. proposals during SCC-II 
as notification concerning sea trials which will begin 
during the next six months, and the predesignation of ship- 
yards to be used for dismantling activities . " 

Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov's comments would be 
carefully studied, of course, but that he would like to 
make a preliminary remark with respect to their substance. 

A careful study, he said, of U.S. and Soviet statements on 
this subject indicates that there is agreement that prior 
notification is not required for adequate verification of 
compliance with the provisions of the ABM Treaty and Interim 
Agreement or with the procedures now being worked out in the 
SCC. He wanted to suggest again that the notification problem 
and the procedures proposed by the U.S. side be considered on 
their own merit, and that both sides carefully review the 
considerations presented on the subject today with a view 
to returning to it at an early date. 

General Ustinov said he had no objection to such a 
careful study and return to this subject, as the Soviet 
side believes it to be one of the most important questions 
on which the sides have differing points of view. Noting 
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that he would like to continue discussion of this subject 
today in order to clarify several points , he turned to a 
prepared statement on notification concerning dismantling 
and destruction activities in progress (Attachment No. 9 ). 

Following the penultimate paragraph of his statement, 
he noted that the additional examples he was referring to 
included about ten which Capt. Kuznetsov had worked up "in 
his spare time over the past few days . " 

Mr. Graybeal said that Ustinov had raised several 
interesting questions , and would probably fully understand 
if Graybeal did not attempt to answer them here and now. 

He said they would be studied and answered at a subsequent 
meeting. 

General Ustinov said he had not expected answers today, 
and agreed that we should return to this subject at a future 
meeting. 


Mr. Graybeal said he. would like to address another 
point which is the subject of differing views, and read 
his prepared comments on "modern" SLBMs (Attachment No. 10), 
passing to the Soviet side the two additions proposed by 
the U.S. side as alternative additions to take the place 
of the bracketed language in paragraph 1.2 of the Offensive 
Arms Procedures (Attachment No. 11). 

In presenting the two proposed variants for addition 
to paragraph 1.2, Graybeal said’ both of them were consistent 
with the Interim Agreement and its Protocol, and that either 
of them would complete the definition of a "modern SLBM, " 
making that definition independent of the type of submarine 
on which SLBMs were installed. He concluded by stating that 
if the Soviet side felt either or both of the proposed alter- 
natives to be inadequate or incorrect, he would strongly urge 
that the Soviet side provide its own variant for consideration 
the objective here was to find some way to make the definition 
complete and correct. 

General Ustinov said he understood that Graybeal' s state- 
ment today meant the U.S. side had now proposed three 
alternatives for inclusion in paragraph 1.2; the one which 
was bracketed in the Joint Draft Texts and the two which had 
been presented today. Graybeal confirmed that to be the case. 
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Ustinov continued by saying that he would also like to 
address the subject- of this definition in paragraph 1.2, 
and read a prepared statement (Attachment No. 12). 

He closed by saying that he had listened attentively 
to Graybeal 's remarks and the new U.S. proposals, which xvould 
be carefully studied. He requested that the U.S. side take 
his own statement of today into consideration in its work on 
this subject, and that we return to some detailed work on 
the matter at a future meeting. 

Mr.' Graybeal said the U.S. side would certainly study 
Ustinov's considerations very carefully, but that he had to 
differ on one point. Ustinov had said that paragraph 1.3 
"answered the U.S. question." That paragraph deals with 
"older ballistic missiles on diesel submarines." The point 
under discussion here is the definition of a "modern SLBM, " 
and paragraph 2 deals with missiles installed not on diesel 
submarines but on nuclear-powered submarines. Therefore, in 
Graybeal’s opinion, paragraph 3 is not an adequate substitute 
for the U.S . -proposed addition to paragraph 2. He would have 
to carefully review Ustinov's remarks, since possibly he had 
not understood them in the proper context. He agreed that we 
would return to this subject at a future meeting. 

General Ustinov asked if the U.S. side had any further 
matters to raise this morning. 

Mr. Graybeal replied that 'it did not. 

General Ustinov said that this morning's meeting, which 
had put some questions before us which we must work on, had 
been productive and useful. He proposed that the next meeting 
be set for Tuesday, April 23, at 11:00 a.m. at the U.S. Mission 

Mr. Graybeal accepted that proposal. 

General Ustinov adjourned the meeting at 12:30 p.m. 
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Attachments : 

1. Ustinov Statement on Exchange of JDTs 

2. Russian Text; April 19, 1974 JDT (Offensive) 

3. Russian Text; April 19; 1974 JDT (ABM) 

4. English Text; April 19; 1974 JDT (Offensive) 

5. English Text; April 19; 1974 JDT (ABM) 

6. Ustinov Statement on Task of SCC-III 

7. Graybeal Comments on Notification 

8. Ustinov Statement on Notification 

9. Ustinov Statement on Notification of Dismantling in 

Process 

10. Graybeal Comments on "Modern SLBMs" 

11. U.S. Working Document -- Offensive Procedures 

Paragraph 1.2 

12. Ustinov Statement on Definition of "Modern SLBMs" 




Drafted by AFPDeSimone :bjg 


pA 

Approved by: SNGi^ybeal 
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Attachment No . 1 

USTINOV STATEMENT ON EXCHANGE OF JOINT DRAFT TEXTS 
April 19, 197-4 

Mr. Commissioner, 

As reported to me by our Executive Secretary, 

Mr. Yereskovsky, he and Col, FitzGerald yesterday 
concluded the work of conforming the Russian and 
English texts of the Protocols and Procedures, 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, for strategic offensive 
arms and ABM systems, preliminarily agreed, reflecting 
their state as of April 19, 1974. 

We note with pleasure the fruitful activity 
in this regard by the Joint Working Group, headed by 
the Executive Secretaries. In our opinion the work 
which was carried out is beneficial in all respects. 

In this connection, we proceed from the premise that 
the texts which were prepared are working texts. They 
may be refined by us in the course of completing the 
full texts of the Protocols and Procedures and are 
subject to review and approval by the Governments. 

Allow me to hand to you the Russian Joint Draft 

Texts of the Protocols and Procedures. As I understand 
can 

it, we/consider them preliminarily agreed by Commis- 
sioners, reflecting their state as of April 19, 1974. 
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CeKpei’HO Joint Draft Text 

Preliminarily Agreed 
by Commissioners 
April 19, 1974 

TeKCT coBMecTHoro npoeKTQ , 
n pease PMTejiBao corjiacosaH - 
H bifi il peflCTa'BHTe jih mh - 

T9 anpejifl 1974 ro~aa 
110 CTOflHHAE KOHCyjiBTATI/IBHAH KOMHCCMfi 
nPOTOKOJI 

npoiraypu, PETyjmpyiomnE 3AEEHy, xemohtai mm y h to ec eh h e 

l'I yBEAOMJIEHHE 0 HEX, £JIH Cl PA JETME CKHX H A CTy IIA TEJIBHL1X 

BOOPyiEHMM 

B cooTBeTCTBHH c nojioaeHHHMH h b ocy mecTBJieiiwe BpeneHnoro 
corjiaienwH ueiisy Coiosom Cobgtckmx CohnajiHCTiraecKKX PecnydjiKie h 
C oeflMHeHutiMH DlTaiaMH AwepintH 0 neKoioptix Mepax b odjiacTH orpa- 
HHqeHHH cTpaierHqecKHX nacrynaiejiBHbix BoopyaeHHit ot 26 Man 
1972 rosa s npoTOKOJia k He My, a Taicie CorjiacoBaHHbix aaHBjienwfi b 
0BH3H c 3 thm CorjiauieHMeM yqacTByioinHe 3 hhx Ctopohh, b paMKax 
nocTOHHHofi KOHcyjiBiaTHBHofl komhcchh,. corjiacnjnicB o npopeaypax, 
peryjiMpyiomwx 3aivieHy, seMoiiTaic mm ymwToaeHKe h yBeflOMJieime o 
hhx, fljia CTpaTernqecKHX HacTynaiejiBUBix Boopyse hhm, orpaHMieHHbix 
9THM BpeMGHHtiM corjiauieHweM, KaK ohh cnopMyjiNpoBaiibi b npwjio::cenpm 
k HacTOHineuy IIpoTOKOJiy, KOTopoe HBJiaeTCH He 0 tbgmjig mo S nacTBio sto- 
ro npoTOKOJia. 

Ctopohh oorjiacHJiHCL Tarae o caeflyioinHX o<5umx pyKOBOflHinHx no- 
jiaaeHHHX : 

1. npHJiaraeMne npoiieaypu npHMeimioTCH tojibko b OTHomeHHH 
cpescTB, aaaeHHeMHX w fleMOHTHpyeirax hjih ytiuHTOiaeMbix b cooTieT- 
ctbhm c nojiOHeiiMHMK BbiuieynoMHHyToro BpeivienHoro corjiameimH: 

2. Jliodan saMena nycKOBbix y cTaHOEOK Me jskoht wue HTa jib hhx (5aji- 
JIMCTHHeGKHX paiCeT (MBP) HJIH IIOflBOEHHX JIOflOK e <5aJUlHCTHtieCKHMH 
paKeTaMH h nycicoBbix ycTanoBOK OajumcTHHecKwx paneT no sb os hhx jio- 
flOK (BP IUI) ocymecTBJifleTCH na ocHOBaiiHH CiaTefi III h iy BpeueHiioro 
corjiaineHHH, npoTOKOJia k He My, a Taicae cooTseTCTByioipx CorjiaeoBan- 
hhx sanBjietmh; 
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3 . IIpoijeflypBi aeMOHTaiza mjim yHBtiTOJseflBH nycKOBbix ycTai-ioBOK 
MEP B OTHOCnmHXCH K HUM COOpyHeHHfl, a Tarae UOftBOflHHX jiosok 0 
dajijincTHHecKHMH paKSTawa a nycKOEtix y CT3H0B0K EP njl odecncHWEaioT 
npKBeaeHEe ax b cocTOHiine, HCKJiioqaioinee bo3mo»hoctb aonojiB30BaHBH 
MX flJIH nyCKOB COOTBeTCTBGHHO MEP SUM EP IIJI; 0(5ccneqMBaiOT BOSiiOffi- 
hoctl odiiapyi'tenHH noBTopnoro pasBepTbiBaiMH fleMOHTHpoBaHiibix hum 

y ii m q t o He h hlix esHHHii HapaoHa jtbhmmb t e x h m q e c k m m m cpepcTBaMn; hbjih- 
KTCfl TaKHMM, HTO BpeMH, HeptfXOflBMOe flJIH nOBTOpHOBO pa3B0pTH3aHHfl 
3THX eflMHMp, He dbmo da 3HaqMTejiBH0 MeHBine, qeM BpeMH, neodxoflM- 
Moe sjih HOBoro CTpoMTejiBCTBa; a Taraae ncKJiioqaiOT HeonpaBpaHHtie 
saflepaKH b penoiiTase hjim yHHqToaenHH; 

4. npopepypti fleMOfiTaaa mjim yiiMqioaeHMH ^opiviyjiMpyiOTCH OTpejiB- 
ho 3 Jih He 3 a m Mine h hhx m sjih maxTHbix nycKOBbix y CTaHOBOK MEP HaaeMHoro 
da3HpoBaiiMH, a Tame sjih noflBoaiibix jiosok c dajijiMCTaqecKHMM paKe- 
T3MM H nyCKOBLIX y CT3H0B0K EP 

5. npopeaypbi 3 3M6HH m aeMOHTaxca hjim y h m q'r o se h mh odecneqioaiOT 
B03M0KH0CTB COOTBeTCTByiOperO KOHTPOJIH HapH0H3JIBHHMH TeXHBqeCKBMB 
cpeflCTBaMM b cooTBeTCTBHM co CTaTBefi y BpeMeiiHoro corjiameHKH; 

6. nocjie fleMOHiasca mjim y h mht o kg h mh , npoBeseHHoro b cooTueT- 
ctbhw c npMjiaraeMMMM npopeaypaMH, coopyaceHBH, ociaiomMecfl Ha ciap- 
toblix no3Mn;MHX MEP na3eMnoro da3 HpoBanMH , a tb io;ce nopBopHbie jioakm 
MoryT no ycMOTpetmio dopon McnojiB30BaTBCH pjih pejiefi, He npoTtoo- 
peqapMX nojioiceHMHM BpeMeHHoro corjiauieHMH m IIpoiOKOJia k Heay; 

/“7. IIOCpOflOTBOM COOTBeTCTByiOIUMX npOD,eflyp Cl’OpOHbl yBeaOMJIHIOT 
apyr flpyra o KOjiMqecTBe flOMOHTiapoBaHHHx mjim ytmqToseHHbix nycKOBHX 
ycTanoBOK, a Taioice o KOjiMqecTBe Tai-cnx nycxoBbix ycTaiiOBOK, bciiojib- 
30BaiiHbix fljiH 3aMeHH; a 

£“*?• riocpc;n;cTBOM CBoeBpeMeHHbix h cooTBeTCTByiomMX npopepyp 
Ctopohh yBeflOMJiHioT flpyr ppyra o KOJinqecTBe a inne s e mo h t wpy e mux 
mjim yHMqToosaebiLix nycKOBbix ycTaiiOBOK, a raraice o KOjmqecTBe nycKO- 
bhx y CTaHOBOK , npeflHasHaqeHnux b KaqecTBe saMCHii; mJ^ 1 
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8. KOJIlB-ieCTBO nOflBOflHLIX JlUftOK C daJIJIHGTH^eCKHMM paiCeTaMH, 
OflHOBpSMSHHO IiaXOflHlUl'lXCfl B nOCTpOMKS W npeflHa 3Ha^eHIiHX B Ka^e- 
ctbg 3 aMeHK, lie dyaeT npeBbimaTB KOJinnecTBa, coEMecTHMoro c Hop- 
MaJIBHblM rpayilKOM CTpOHTeJIBCTBa. nofl HOpMajIBHblM rpa$KKOM CTPOM- 
TeuiBciBa noHimaeicH rpagniK, coBMecTWHBiM c npoinjiofi mjim utme nmeS 
IipaKTHKOfi CTpOUTeJILCTBa y KailCflOM H 3 CTOPOH. 

HacTonutHfi IlpoTOKoji w npwjiaraeMBie npoqeaypLi BCTynaioT b cHJiy 
c MOMeHTa noflmicaHiifl aai-raoro UpoTOxojia h ocTaioicH b cwjie Ha ne- 
pnofl seficTBiw BbiuieynoMHHyToro BpeMetmoro corjiaineHHH, h IIoctohh- 
naa KOHcyjiLTaTHB hbh komhcchh MOsei no CBoeMy ycMOTpenwio bhocmtb 
b hhx nonpaBKH. 

CoBepineno roaa b ropoae iiteHeBe b sb yx aKsew- 

njinpax, icaafliafi na pyccKOM h aurjinticKOM H 3 HKax, npnneM oda TeKcia 

HMeiOT OaHHBKOByiO CHJiy . 


IIpe7j;cTaBHTeJiB IIpeacTaBHTejiB 

COK)3a COBeTCKHX COHHaJIKCTHHeCKHX CoeSHHeHHLIX IIjTaTOB 

PecnydjiHK ' AMepnKM 


1 IlpeflJiObceHHe aMepnicaHCKOft cTopomu 

P 

w IIpefljioaeHHe coBeiCKOM ctopohh. 
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OGKpGTHO 


liPMOlEHEE 


IIOCTOflHHAfl KOHCyjIBTATMBHAfl KOMHCCM 

npoiraypu, PEryjiiipyKjiiiME 3AMEHy, aemohtai km 
yHMTOKEHHE K yBEAOMJIEHEE 0 HEX, JX M CT F ATEPtWE CK MX 
HACTyriATEJiBHbiX BOOPyiEHEE 

% 

I# Odimie 

1. SJIH 3QM6HH H3 IiyCKOBbie y CiaiiOBKW dajIJIHCl WHeCKHX panel 
coBpeMeHiibix aiOMHbix nosBOflHLix jioson, b npejejiax ypoBHefi, ycia-- 
HOBJieHiitix sjifl Kaafloft m Ciopoii, Moryi Hcnoji£30BaiBCH nycnoBbie 
yciaiiOBKW Me iiCKO hi wh e k t a ji l hhx dajuiMCTH^ecKHX panel (MBP) Ha 3 e mho - 
ro 6a3npoBaHHH ciapbix innoB, pa3BepHyibix so I96A rosa, nycnoBbie 
ycTaHOB km dajijinciHqecnwx panel Jiiodbix aiOMHbix nosBOflHHX jiogoic, a 
ianne nycnoBbie ycianoBKM coBpeivieiiHbix dajuiHcinqecKHX panel sH3eji£- 
hhx noflBOSHbix Jioflon. 

2. CoupeMeHHHMH dajuiKciHqecnHMH paneiaMH nosBOflHbix jiosok 
CHHiaioiCH: ana Coe?,HHeHHbix ffliaiOB - panem, yciaHOBJieHKbie Ha 
Bcex aiOMHbix nosBOflHbix jiosnax, a sjih CoBeicnoro Coio3a - paneibi 
loro mna, icoiopbie yciaHOBJienbi na aiOMHbix noaBosHbix jiosnax, 
BBefleHiibix b doeBofi cociaB nocse’ 1965 rosa. /“B sonosHeHne n 
aioiviy coBpeMeHHHMM dajiJiHciHqecKHMM paneiaMH noflBOsiibix jiqsok chh- 
laioTCH see daHjiHeitraecKHe paneiH nosBosHtix jiosok, BnepBbie Mcribi- 
lamibie nocjie 1964 rosa._/^ 

3* nycnoBbie y ci3hobkh ciapbix daiuii'icTHqecKHX panel Ha SM3eji£- 
Hbix noaBosHbix jiosnax He Moryi wcnoji£30BaiBCH sjih pejieM 3aMeHbi, 
npesycMoipemibix npoionojiOM n BpeMeHHOMy corjiaiueHHio o Henoiopbix 
Mepax b odjiacin orpaimqeHtia cipaierwqecnwx naciynaieJiBHbix Boopy- 
sceiiHM. 

4. fleMOHiaK mji h yHMHioneHHe 3aMeiiHeMLix nycnoBbix yciaHoson 
HaqHHaeiCH lie no3snee sain nanajia MopexosHbix HcnbuaHHi/i noflBOflHoii 
jiosxh, npesHa3HaqeHH0i/i b naqeciBe 3aMeHH. HaqasoM seMOHiaaa turn 
yHwqiosceHHH nycKOBOfi yciaiiOBKH MBP HBJiaeiCH naqajio BbinojmeHHH 
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jnodoro vi3 Meponpu’flTHfl, yKa3aiiHbix HHse b pa3flejie n. HanajiOM hg- 
Momasca turn yHHHToaeHWH noflBOfliiofl jioskh c dajuiHCTHqGCKHMW paiie- 

T9MH Jiwdo nyOKOBOfl' yCTaHOBKH EP IUL HBJIHGTCH HaqajIO BLinOJIHGHHH 

jiiodoro H 3 MeponpwHTHM, yKa 33 HH£ix hhjkg b paaaene ill. 

5 . .HaqajiOM MopexoftHbix KcriHTaiiHH noflBOflHOfi jioskh c dajmicTH- 
hgckhmh paiteTaMH, npeflHa3Ha*ieHH0fi b KanGCTBG 3aM6Hbi, hbjihgtch 
saia, Kor^a Taican noflBOfliiafl jiosna BnepBhie coBGpuiaoT njiasanae 
CBOHM XOflOM BHe raBaHH HJIH IIOpTa, rflG IipOHBBOflHJIHCB nOCTpoiiKa 
hjih ocHamenne noflBoaHofi jio^kh. 

</”6* yBeflOMJieHwe o np0H3BeseHH0M aeMOHiaae nycKOBHx yciaHo- 
bok MEP m nycKOBtix yciaiiOBOK dajuiHCTHqecKHX paxcT saMeHaeMHx 
IIOflBOflHHX JIOflOK Iip0H3B0flHTCH H6p63 IIOCTOHHIiyiO KOHCy JIBTaTHBHyiO 

komhcchjo ssa paaa b rofl no coctohhhk) Ha Hanajio o^epeaHOH pcry- 
jiapHoa cgcchh Komhcchk* yBesoiviJieHEe flojraiio coaepaaTL cBeaeHHH 3a 
hctgkiugg nojiyrosne o kojihhgctbg aeMOHTHpoBaHHHx nycKOBHx ycTano- 
BOK MEP K (5aJIJlHCTHH6CKKX paKei 3aM6HH6MbIX nOflBOaHBIX JIOSOK H KOBE— 
H6CTBG T3KHX nyCKOBHX y CT 3 H 0 B 0 K, HCn0JIB30BaHHbIX 3a 3T0T nopnofl 

fljiH saweHH Ha nycicoBHG y cthiiobkh cobpgmghhhx nosBoaHbix jid^ok./^ 

/“6. yBeaOMUGHHG 0 MGponpHHTHHX no flGMOHiaay HJIH yHHHTOiCGHHK) 
H 3aM6IiG npO 113 BOa ETCH HGpGS IKK flBH p333 B TOfl no COCTOHHHIO H3 
Hanajio ohgpgshoM peryjuipHofi cgcchh. B yBGSOMJiGHHE yKa3HBaioTca: 

a) B otiioiughhh nycKOBbix y CTaHOBOK MEP, pasBGpHyTbix flo 
1964 roaa, 11 nycKOBHx ycianoBOK dajuiHCTHHGCKHX paKGT ciapbix nofl- 
BOftHblX JIOflOK - K0JIHH6CTB0 H THII nyCKOBMX yCTHHOBOK (lIiaXTHaH 
nycKOBan ycTaHOBKa MEP, HG3amumGHHafl nycKOBaa ycraHOBKa MBP hjih 
nyciiOBaa yciaHOBKa EP IK), Ha kotophx aeMOHTas hjih yHHHToaGHHG 
HaXOSHTCH B CTaflHH OCyiltGCTBJIGHHH, a T3KKG KOJIHH6CTBO H TH1I nyCKO- 
BBIX yCTaHOBOK, Ha KOTOPHX CO BpGMGHH HOCJIGflHGrO yBGflOMJIGHHH, 
npoflCTaBJiGHiioro b IKK, m op o np hh t hh noizpMOHTasy hjih yHHHToaeHHW 
0HJIH 3aBepmemj. 
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I)) B OTHomeHHH nycKOBHX ycTanoBOK BP ffii, npeanasHaneHUbix 
b KaqeoTBe aaifeHH,- hx KOjinnecTBO ns noflBOflHbix jiosnax, Koiopbie 
Haquyi MopexoflHtie HcnbiTaHHH b TeneiiHe cjieayioiHero uiecTHMecHHiioro 
nepnosa, a Taitfce hx KOJinnecTBO Ha nosBO^Hbix jiosnax, HanaBiiiHx 
MOpexoaHLie HcmJTaHHH co Bp© Menu nocjioflHero yBesoMJieiiHE, npefl- 
CTaBJieiinoro'B IIKK._7^ 

7* Kajicflaa CropoHa mohct na aodpoBOJiBHOfi ocHOBe sonojiHHTB 
yBeflOMJiermH spyrHMH CBefleHHHMH, ecjm ona comeT, hto ohh Heodxo- 
flHMH sjih odecneneHHH yBepsHiiocTH b BbinojmeHHH npHHHTbix no Bpe- 
MeHHOMy corjiameHWio odH3aiejn>cTB. 

n. IlponegypH aeMOHTaxca hjih yiiHHToaeHHfi nycKOBbix y cthhobok MEP 
HageMHoro oa3 HppBaHHH , 3aMGHH0Mbix ny ckobmmh y cTaHOBicauH BP PUI 

1. Bo Bcex cjiynanx npn npoBeaeHHH fleMOHTaaa hjih yHHmoiceHHH 
BBinojiHHioTCH cjiesyiomHe MeponpuaTHH: 

a) yaajieHHe co ct3ptobom no3 hijmh 3anaca panel h hx KOMnoHeH- 
tob, rojioBHtix nacTefi h noflBHiCHoro odopyaoBaHaa; 

1)) seMOHTasc CTapHOHapHoro nycnoBoro odopysoBaHna, Bcero 
noflBeMHO-TpaHcnopTHoro odopymoBaHHH h 3anpaBOHHoro odopyaoBaima, 
/“HaxoamnerocH Ha ciapioBofi no3Hu;HH jrndo cBH3aHHoro c Hei^Z 1 
Z~CBH3aHHoro c nycKOBOw ycianoBKOM h HaxoflmnerocH na crapTOBoft 
nos npHH a Taioice ysajieHne Bcero aeMOHTiapoBaHHoro odopysoBaHHH 
CO CTapTOBOM n03HIIHH. IlOfl nyCKOBbIM OdOpyflOBaHHeM nOHHMaiOTCH CH- 
CTeMH, KounoHenTH h npndopfcij neodxoflHMbie ajih npoBesoHHH nycKa 
paneTH. 

2. B oTHouiGHHM HeaaipineHHHX cTapioBbix no3Ht[HM b fionojuieHHe K 
MeponpHHiHHM } nepenHCJieHHHM b nymcTe I, ocymecTBjinioTCH cue ay wipe 
MeponpHHTHH l 

a) £~MecTa y cthhobkh nycicoBoro ycTpoPicTBa hjih ciapTOBbie 
imonaflKH £~ymcTKvi cTapTOBbix rniomaaoK anaMeipoM no MenBineM 
Mepe b 30 MeTpoB c aeHTpoM, HaxoflflinHMca Ha ciapTOBou cT0jie_7^- 
h nyiiKibi (dyiiKepbi) ynpaBJieiiHH nycnoM paneT npHBOSHTCH b Henparoa- 
Hoe sjih Hcnojn.30BaHHH cocTOHHHe nyieM aeMOHTaaa hjih pa3pyweHHH; 
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1)) eMKOCTH sjih xpaneiiMH ToraiHua aeMuHTnpyioTCH m yflajiHKTCH 
CO CTapTOBOia nOSHHHHj 

c) OdJIOMKM MOOT yCTailOBKH nyCKOBHX yCTpoilCTB ['KH CTapiOBHX 
njiomasoic, nynKTOB (dyimepon) ynpaBJicHMH nycKOM pa ice t m yyiisoMe ii- 
tli eMicocTefi 3Jifl xpaHeHiPH lonjinna MoryT (5htb ysajiciib!, a no MCTe- 
qeHHH iuecTH MecHipeB iviecTa, rae ohm HaxoflHjincB, Moryi <5htb 3acH- 
n a ii li 3eMJieii. 

3. B OTHOiueiiMM inaxTHtix CTapiOBbix no 3 Hauls, b aonojiHCHwe k 
M eponpHHTHHM, ne p o n h c ji e hhhm b nymcTe I, ocymecTBJimoTCH cneayio- 
mne MeponpHHTHa: 

a) 3amHTHBie kpbuiim maxT, pejiBCbi 3amwTHbix Kpbim, ra300TB0ftHbie 
Kanajibi h maxTHbie cTaKaiibi ^"otojiobkm maxT, a Tarae dyHicepbi ynpas- 
jienwH nycicoM_7^ aeMOHTMpyioTcn mjim yumTommcn* 2 e mo ht wpoB a HHbie 
KOMnOHeHTbl yaaJIHIOTCH CO CTapTOBOM n03HipMM; 

I)) nocae npoBeaeHMH MeponpHHTMfi, npeaycMOTpeHHbix Bbirne b 
noanyiiKTe "a", niaxTa ocTaBjmcTCH OTicpbiTOfi b Teneime mecTH MecH- 
ipeBj nocjie nero £~uomT 6htb sacbinaHa^/^ Z"" 3aCbinaeTCH _7^ seMJieiU 

</”4* riocjie ocymecTBJieHMH aeMOHTana mjim yHHHTOHSHMH b cootbot 
ctbhh c BbimeyKa3aHHbiMM npoipeaypaMM coopyseHHa, ociaioinnecH Ha 
CTapTOBbIX n03MipHHX MBP, He MoryT MCn0JIB30BaTBCH KaK flJIH XpaneHHH, 
odcjiyiiCMBanwH mjim nycica MBP, Taic h sjih xpaneHMH mjim odonyaHBaHHH 
nycKOBbix ycTanoBOK, KOTopne MoryT (5htb ncnojn>30BaHbi sjih nycica 
MBP, ho MoryT no y CMOTpeHKio cTopon HcnojiB30BaTBCa flJia apyrnx 
ipejiGM, He npoTMBopenamnx nojioaeHHHM BpeMeimoro corjiauieHMH h 
I lpoTOKOjia k neiviy. j 1 

5. fleMomaa mjim ypiMHToseHMe aaMeHneunx nycKOBbix ycTaHosoic 
MBP 3aBepmaeTCH ne nosse, neM nepe3 neTbipe MecHipa nocjie Havana 
MopexoftHbix McniiTaiiMn noflBOflHofi jioflKM , npeflHa3HaneHH0M b KanecTBe 
3aMGrIbU 
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I . nponeaypn seMOHTaaa gjm ^jiHgToaeiyiji nossosubix sqs ok c dajuiH- 
cTHqecKHMM paKeiaMH a nycKOBbix yctshobok EP nJL 3aueHneMHX 
HOBHMM nOSBOSHbIHII JIOaKai ' .lH C dajIJIHCTMqOOlCHMH paKGTclMH H 

nycKOBbiMH ycTaHOBKaMH EP IUI 

I. SJWfleMOHTaita mum yHHHTOsceHWH nosBOSHbix jiosok c dassn- 
CTH^iecKHMH paneTaMM a nycKOBtix ycTanoBOK EP IUI npweiviJieMHMM hbjih- 
iotch cjiesyiomwe nposesypn, M3 kotophx Kasdan M3 Ctopoh mo see t sesaTB 
BHdop : 

a) 3aT0iuieHwe nosBOsnofi jioskh BMecTS c ee ny ckobmmm ycTanoB- 
k8mm b MeaayiiapoflHbix Bosax rjiydHHOM He Menee 2000 MeTpon; 

/"“Korsa M3(5npaeTCfl 3Ta nponesypa yHHHToraeHMH nosBOSHofi jioskh c 
dajiJiHCTKHecKHMM paiteTaMH, spy ran cTopoHa yBesoMjmeTcn o BpeMemi 
m Mecie saiuiaHapoBaHHoro yKHSTOseniM, no MenBineJi uepe 3a oshh 
M ecnp flo 3anjiaHHpoBaHiioro yiiMHTOiiceHWH; _7^ 

I)) npeBpameHMe b MeiajuiojiOM nos otkphthm HedoM nossosHoM 
jioskh a ee nycKOBbix ycTanoBOK 2T Ha 3apaHee yKasaiiHbix Bep$HxJ^. 
IIpeBpaiiteHne b MeiassosoM npesycMaTpoaeT KanaiajiBHyio pa3dopKy; 

c) ysaseHMe nos otkphthm HedoM paKeTHoro oTcexa nosaosHofi 
jioskh /“na sapaHee yKa3aHHHx Bepc|>HX_7' 1 ' ; 

Z"d) cHHTHe nycKOBbix m a xt mjim epe3Ka BepxHefi nacTH maxi 
BMecTe c HascTpoMKofi Has hhmh;_7 2 

£~e) sEfl nosBOSHbix jiosok ”Ksacca -H" dysyT npHMeiiHTBcn 
cjiesyjomwe npopesypn: ciiatmo nycicoBbix inaxT nos otkphthm HedoM Ha 
3apaHee yKa3aHHbix Bep$nx. Cioponbi corjiacoBbrnaiOT, KaKwe Bepoin hc~ 
nosB3yioTCH sjih aeMOHTaaa nossosHbix jiosok c dajuiHCTHnecKHMM pase- 
TaMn* 

1) EyseT cHHTa bch nacTB HascTpofiKH (BKjnonaH orpasseiiwe 
pydKa) h JierKoro Kopnyca Has paKeTHHM otcgkom nosBosnofi soskh. 

2) EyseT chht3 ia nacTB nponnoro Kopnyca paiteTHoro oicesa 
(BepxHHH odniHBita Kopnyca h cerivieHTH mnaiiroyTa), b KOTopoIi Haxo- 
Shtgh Bee bhxosh pane mix nycKOBbix maxT, a Tarcxe dysyT chhtli 
paKeTHbie nycKOBtie iiiaxTH. 
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3) IIpotiHHfi icopnyc n jierKMfi Kopnyc 3aieM MoryT dbiTB boc- 

CTaHOBJieHLI JIMIIIB IiyTeM BBapHBaHMH HOBbIX C6KPH.W, He HMeiOipiX BH- 
xoflOB nycKOBbix maxi* 

4) Hh HaacTpofiKa, hh orpaKaeHHe pydKH He dysyT BocciaHOBjie- 
HM Hafl TOM HSCTBIO nOSBOflHOii JIOflKM, C KOTOpOM dblJIM CIIHTbl nyCKO- 
Btie rnaxTLi. 

2. Jliodoo M3 yKa3aiiHbix Bbiiue MeponpnaTMM 3aBepniaeTCH ne no3ae, 
neM nepe3 iiiecTE MecaseB nocjie Hanajia MopexosHbix McnbiTanMM nos~ 
BOflHOfi JiOflKH, npeflHasHa^eHHOfi b KanecTBe saueHLi. 

3. npw siodoM m 3 BapwaHiOB meMOHTaaa juokh nycKOBbix maxi 
ocTaioTCH OTKpbiTbiMM b reneHMe scepo nepMOfla aeMOHTaaa , a paxeTLi m 
odopysoBanne sjih nycKa paxeT ysajiaioTca. 

iy. npoHejypbi gjmeHH nossosHOH jioskm e dajisHCTHHecKMMH paxeTaMM , 
norndmeM b Mope mjim nojiyHHBiuefl noBpeazeHHe, Mcmogam^ee 

PeMOHT 

B tom cjiynae, ecjiM nossosHaH jiosxa c da ji ji hc t m h e c x mm a paxeTaMM 
rndHeT b Mope mjim nojLynaeT noBpextfleHMe, acxjiioHaiomee peMOHT, to 
Taxaa nosBOSiiaa jiosxa Mosel dHTB 3aMeneHa spy pom nosBOSHOfi jios- 
KOM C daSJIMC TMHeCKMMM paxeTaMM B COOTBeTCTBMH C HHSteCJieayiOIUHM: 

a) spyraa CTopoHa yBesoMJiaeTca sepea IlociOHHHyio KOHcyjiBia- 
THBIiyiO KOMMCCMK) 0 TMdeSM MJIM IIOBpeKfleHHH; 

I)) KOJiMnecTBO nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK Ha nosBOSHOM Jiosxe c das- 
jiHCTMqecKHMM paxeTaMM, npesHa3HaneHHOi4 b xaaecTBe 3aMeHbi, He 
npHBOSHT k npeBHiueHMio odinero KOJinnecTBa nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK, pa3- 
peiueiiHoro BpeMeHHbiM corjiameHneM m IIpotokojiom k neMy ; m 

c) noBpeaseHHaH nosBOSHaa jiosxa c dajuiHCTMHecxHMn paxeiaMH 
S e MOHT Hpy 6 T C H MJIM yHMH TOHaCTCH B COOTBeTCTBHM C pa3flejIOM 111 H3- 

c to am mx npopesyp. 
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CeicpeiHO Attachment No. 3 


Joint Draft Text 
Preliminarily Ag r eed 
by Commissioners 
April 19, 197^- 

Tgkct noBMecTHorp' nooeKTa . 
npe^BQ pht e jib h o~ corjiacoBaii- 

HblM 11 P 6 JCTaBUTS JIHLJK ~ 

19 anpejiJTT^ri^oaa 


IIQCTOHHHAH K QHCy jiLTATMBHAA KOMMCCHB 
nPOTOKOJI 


riPOUWPbl, PEryJIMPyiOIUME SAiviEHy, AEMOHTAI Ml/I yHHHTQHEHHE 
H. ytMCMEMB 0 H MX, JIM CMCTEM 1IP0 M MX itfMIOHEHTOB 


B C 00TB6TC TBMM C nOAOaeHMHMM M B OCy 1I(6C TBASHMG AorOBOpa 

wei^y Coe)30m Cobgtckhx CouHaJiHCTH^ecKHx Peony (5 amk h CoeaMHeHHbi- 
MH IUiaTaMH AMepHKH 0(5 OrpaHKPieHHM CMC TOM npOTHB OpaKOTHOM odopo- 
hh ot 26 Man IS72 ro^a m CorjiacoBaHHHX 33 hbaghmm b cbh 3 m c btmm 
A oroBopoM ynacTByioiUMG b HeM Ctopohm, b paMKax IIoctohhhom KOHcyjiB- 
TaTHBHoM kommccmh, cornacHAMCL o npopeaypax, peryjiMpyiomMx saMeHy, 
fleMOHTa® mam yHH^TO^eHHe h yBeflOMJieHHe o hhx, t*ah chctgm IIPO h 
MX K0MII0H6HT0B , OrpaHMHeHHbIX 3TMM AorOBOpOM, KaK OHM C^)OpMyjIHpOBa- 
Hbl B IIpMJI03i(eHMM K HaCTOflllGMy IlpOTOKOAy, KOTOpOe HBAHeTCH HeOTBeM- 
jieivJoM nacTBio stobo ripoTOKojia. 

CTOpOHbl COrjiaCMJIHCB T3 K 5 ffG 0 C Jiefly I 01 UMX OdllJHX pyKOBOflHIUHX 
nojioaceHHHx: 

1. npujiaraoMLie IIpo lie sypw npMMOHHioTCH tojibko b oTHOinenMM cmctom 

MJIH MX K0MII0H6HT0B s 3aM6HfleMbIX M fleMOHTHpyeMHX MAM yiiH^TOEa eMbIX 

b cootbgtctbmm c nonoaeHHHMH BbmeynoMHHyToro AoroBopa; 

2. Miodan saueHa cmctgm IIPO ham mx komiiohohtob ocymecTBAHOTCH 
Ha 0CH0B3HHH Ct3tbm yTI BbiuiGynoMHHyToro AoroBopa, a TaKHCe COOT— 
BOTCTByiOlUMX CorAaCOBaHHbIX 3aflBA0HMM; fleMOHTajK MAM yHHHTOEOHMO 
CMCTeM riPO MAM MX KOMnOHCHTOB CBepX K0AHM6CTB HAH BH6 paflOHOB, 

onpe^eAeiiHbix AoroBopoM, ocyiyecTBAHOTCH Ha ocHOBaHMH CTa tbm yiU 
BblillSyriOMHHyTOrO AorOBOpa H COOTBCTCTByiOLUHX CorAaCOBaHHbIX 33HBAe- 
hmm ; 


C e k p e i h o 
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3. DpopesypH aeMOHTaia mjih yHMHTOjKGHMfl c ho Tew I1P0 hjim hx 

KOMnOHOHTOB * CBH3aHHbl6 C OCymeCTBJie HHeiVl nOJIOJKGHMM CT3TBM yn 
B OTHOIIiGKMM 3atVieHbI 9THX CMCTGM MJIH HX KOMIIOHGHTOB H CT3TBM Hi 
BBiiueynoMHiiyToro ZloroBopa, odecneHMBaioT npMBeseHMe bthx cmctsm 
MJIH MX KOMnOHeHTOB, a TaK»e OTHOCHIUMXCfl K 3TMM KOMnOHGHiaM 
coopyEeHMM, 3a mckjikhghhgm coopyse hmm Ha McnbiTaTejiBHbix nojiM- 
TOHaX, B COCTOHHHe, MCKJIIOHaiOmeG B03M0IH0CTB MCn0JIB30BaHMfl MX 

b pejiHx riPO; odecneqHBaioT bo3moihoctb odHapyjKGHMH naiiMOHajiB- 
HblMM T6XKHHGCKMMH CpGftCTBaMM nOBTOpHOBO p33B GpTbIBaHMH flGMOHTH- 
pOBaHHblX MJIH yHHHTOMCeHHbIX GflMHMD;, HBJIHIOTCH TaKHMH, HTO BpGMfl, 
HGOdxO^MMpe 7IJIH nOBTOpHOrO pa3BCpTblBaHMH 3TMX eSHHMII, HG dHJIO 
dbl 3HaHMTejIBH0 MGHBUIG , HCM BpGMH, HGOOXOflMMOG flJIH HOBOTO 
CTpOHTGJIBCTBa; a T3K3KG MCKJIIOHaiOT HGOIipaBTiaHHblG SaflGpjiCKM B 
SGMOHTajxe MJIH yHHHTOHGHMMJ 

4. lipopeaypu 33MGKH M flGMOHTaiKa MJIH yHMHTOJKe HMH $OpMyJIMpyiOT 
CH OT^ejIBHO aJIH Ha3eMHbIX M lliaXTHbIX nyCKOBbIX yC T 3 HOBOK npoTM- 
BOpaKGT H flJIH paaMOJIOKailMOHHbIX C T3 HUM0 IIPO | 

5. npoiiG,ziypbi aaMeHH m aeMOHTaaca mjih yHMMTOsteHMH odecneHM- 

BaiOT B03M05KH0CTL COOTBGTC TByiOliierO KOHTpOJIH H3 MM OH3 JIBHbIM H TGXHM- 
HGCKMMH CpGflCTBaMM B COOTBGTC TBHH CO CTaTBeM XII BblHlGynOMHHyTO- 
ro ftoroBopa; 

6. riOCJIG fl6M0HTa£a MJIH yHMHTOffiG HMH , npOBefleHHOPO B COOT- 
BGTCTBMM C IipMJiaraGlVjblMM HpOp0flypaMH , COOpyDGHHH, OCTaiOIUHeCH 

Ha CTapTOBbIX n03MLIMHX nPO MJIM Ha n03MD;MHX paflMOJIOKaHMOHHblX CTaH 
H,MM nPO, MOryT no yCMOTpeHMIO CTOPOH MCn0JIB30BaTLCH flJIfl pejIGM, 

He npoTMBopeqainMx nojioaceiiMHiv] BbimeynoMHHyToro ZloroBopa h coot- 
BeTCTByioinMx CorjiacoBaHHbix 33 Hbjig hmm j m 

/7. IlocpeflCTBOM cooTBeTCTByioinMx npopeayp OTopoHbi yBesoM- 
jihiot Tipyr flpyra o kojihmgctbg ^GMOHTHpoBaHHbix mjih yHMHTOjKeH- 
hhx nycKOBbix ycTaiiOBOK npoTMBopaKeT m paflMOjioKaiiMOHHbix CTaimuPi 
IIPO, a T8KJKG o kojimhgc tbg nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK npoTMBopaKeT M 
pasHOjioKauMOHHbix CTaHiiMfi IIPO, McnojiB30BaiiHbix Aim 3aMeHbiT7 2 

CeitpeTHO 

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For R^ase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A0G04000 1000 1-2 


8 




[l* nocpeaCTBOM CBOeBpSMSHHbIX H cooiBeTCTByiomMx npopesyp 
CTopoHbi yBeflOMjiflioT spyr spyra o KOJinneciBe n THne ( Ha 3 gm nan 
kjim maxTHan) flew of THpy 6 m ux hjim ynijqToaaeMHx nycKOBLix yciaHOBOK 
npoTHBopaKeT h o KOjiHqeciBe fleMOHTHpyeMbix mjih yHMqToaaeMtix 
paflHojioKaiiHOHHHX CTaHu;HM I1P0, a Tarao o KojmqeciBe nycKOBtix 
ycTanoBOK fipoTHBopaxeT h paflHOjiOKai^HOHHLix CTaHDiHfl n?0, npeflHaa- 
HaqsHHHx b KaqecTBe 3aMeHaJ7 1 

Hacionipfi ripoTOKOji h npHjiaraeMne npopeaypH BCTynam? b cujiy 
c MOMema nosiracaHWH ^aHHoro IlpoTOKOjia h ociaioTcfl b cme Ha 
nepnofl flewcTBHH BHiueynoMflHyToro floroBopa, h nocTOHHHaa Koncy/it- 
TaiHBHaa komhcchh MOieT no cBoeMy ycMOTpennio bhochtb b hhx 
nonpaBKH. 

CoBepnieHO ro,qa b ropo,zi;e Sene Be b flByx 

3K36Mnjiflpax, KasauM Ha pyccuoii n aHranficKOM H3Hfcax, npnqeM 
o<5a t6kc T a MMeioT oflmiaKOByio cnjiy. 


IlpeacTaBMTejiB 

COK)3a COBpTCKHX COItfiaJlHCTMqeCKHX 
PecnydjiHK 


IlpescTaBMTejiB 
CoeflHHeHHbIX IllTaTOB 
Amgphkh 


^ npefljioiceHMe aMepmtaHCKOfi ctopohh. 
^ IlpefljioaceHHe ooBeicKoft ctodohli. '• 
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CeKpeTHO 


IMOMEHME 

HOCTOHHHAE KOHC yilBTATMBHAfi KOMMCCMfi 

npouE^pbi, pisryjmpyioinHE mioimi mm yni-MTOiEHME m 
y^EflOlvUiEHME 0 HHX, JIM CMCTEM nPO M MX K0MI10HEHT0B 

I. IlycKOBbie ycTaiiQEKM npoTiTBOpaKeT Ha ncnuTa TejiBHbix 
nojmroHax CBepx ycT3H0BjieHHbix kojihhg'ctb 

1. Ha3eMHbie nycKOBBie ycTanoBKM n OTHOCHineecH k hmm otfopyao- 
BaHHQ yaaJiHioTCH co crapTOBtix no3HD;HM, a bch nacTB cTapTOBoM njio- 
maflKn, 3aHHMaeMan ctomkom nycKOBOM ycTaHOBKH m apiviaTypoM , aeMOH- 
mpyeTCH mjim pa3pymaeTCH 0 OMomkh c tbptobo w imomaflKM woryT dbiTB 
yaajieHBis a no MCTeneKHM liiecTM MecaiieB 3to MecTO MojxeT 0bitb 3acbi- 
naHO seMJiow. 

2. EaxTHBie nycKOBBie ycTaHOBKH npiiBOflATca b HenpnroaHoe ana 
MCn0JIB30BaHMa C0CT0HHH6 nyieM aSMOHTa^a MJIM yHMHTOJKeHHH MX Hafl- 

36MHBEX KOHCTpyKni/iM /m7^ otojiobkob, a Tarae nyTew yaa- 

jieHHH nanpaBjiHK)iii,nx. 0(5jiomkh maxTHbix nycKOBbix yc t3hobok MoryT 
dbiTB yftajieHbi, a no HCTenennn rnecTM MecmjeB maxTbi 3acbinaioTcn 
3ewuien. 

3. yica3aHHbie b nyHKTax I m 2 MeponpMHTMa no aeMOHTaacy mjim 
ynunToaceHnio 3aBepmaioTCH He no3Ee, neM yepe3 Tpn Mecana c MOMeH- 
Ta mx Hanajia. 

4. COOpyjiceHMH, OTHOCnmMeCH K fleMOHTMpOBaHHBIM MJIM yHHHTOHCeH- 
hbim nycKOBBM ycTaHOBKaM npoTMBopaKeT Ha McnbiTaTejiBHBix nojiMPOHaxj 
MoryT no ycMOTpenMio CiopoH McnonB30BaTBCH nejieM, He npoTHBO— 
penaiunx nojiOHeHHHM AoroBopa od orpaHnneHMM CMCTeM IIPO m coot- 
BeTCTByiomMx CorjiacoBaHHbix 33 hbjighmm. 

5. yBeaoMJieHne o /~3aBepiHeHMM ivieponpMHTMM , npeaycMOTpeHHbix 
b nyHKTax I m 27" 2 /""npeaycMOTpeHHbix b nyHKTax I m 2 Meponpna- 
TMHX KaK HaXOflHHIHXCfl B CTa^MH OCyHJ,eCTBJieHMH , TaK M 3aBepnieHHbDc7^ 
nponsBO^MTCH nepe3 iiocTOHHHyio KOHcyjiLTaTHBiiyio kommccmio asa pa 3 a 
b roa no co cTOflHMio Ha Hanaro oyepeanoM pery/iapHOii ceccnM Kommc- 
cmm. 
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n. CoopyaceaHH HPO Ha ua3e UlajiBMCTpoM 

1. ivieTajumecKHe cTepran apMaiypbi 33a hiiM PJ1C cpe3aioTcH. 

2. S^aHHH PJiC, aim KOTOpHX (Shjio yse HanaTO B03BeaeHHe CTeH, 
OCTaBJIHKJTCH HenpMKpblTblMH B KX HeaaBepUieHHOM COCTOHHHH B TeqeHHe 
uiccTH MecHpsB 3 nocne nero ohm MoryT (5biTB 3acbinaHbi seMJieffi, 

3. CoopyjKeHHH sjih nycKOBbix ycTaHOBOK,. a Tarae 3flaHMH PJIC, 
Ann KOTOpbt-x (5 lijih 3aBepuieHbi ctpowtgjibctbom jimiiib $yHflaMeHTti, 3a- 
CbinaroTCH 3eyjieM. 

4. OcymecTBJiHeTCH pa3paBHH.BaHwe nonBbi Ha BceM ynacTKe, a 
cTpoMTejiLHbie MaTepHajibi ysajimoTCH. 

5.. Padoibi no aeMOHiascy mjih yHMHToaisHHio nanHHaioTCH He no35Ke ? 
qeM nepe3 iiiecTB iviecnueB nocjie corjiacoBaHHH HacTOHin,nx Ilponesyp. 

6. yBeflOMjieiiHe 0 3aBepmeHWM yKaaaHHux MeponpHHTHfi npoM3BO- 
3MT0H nepe3 FlOCTOflHHyiO KOHCyjIBTaTMB HyiO KOMHCGHH). 


C e k p e i h 0 
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|»? |»» jj Attachment No. 4 


Joint Draft Text 
Preliminarily Agreed 
by Commie sioners 
April 19, 1974 

_ STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of the 
Interim Agreement between the United States of America and 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain Measures 
with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms 
of May 2 6 , 1972, the Protocol thereto, and the Agreed Statements 
regarding that Agreement, the Parties thereto have within 
the framework of the Standing Consultative Commission agreed 
upon procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic offensive 
arms limited by that Interim Agreement, as formulated in the 
Attachment hereto which constitutes an integral part of this 
Protocol. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines : 

SECRET 
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1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to systems 
to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed pursuant to the 
provisions of the aforementioned Interim Agreement; 

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic missile 
(ICBM) launchers or ballistic -missile submarines and submarine- 
launched ballistic missile (SLBM) launchers shall be on the 
basis of Articles III and IV. of the Interim Agreement 5 the 
Protocol thereto j and applicable Agreed Statements; 

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities and for ballistic-missile 
submarines and SLBM launchers shall ensure that they would be 
put in a condition that precludes the possibility of their 
use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs respectively; shall ensure 
that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed would be 
detectable by national technical means; shall be such that 
reactivation time of those units would not be substantially 
less than the time required for new construction; and shall 
preclude unreasonable delays in dismantling or destruction; 

4 . Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based ICBM 
launchers as well as for ballistic -missile submarines and 
SLBM launchers ; 


SECRET 
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by 
national technical means in accordance with Article V of the 
Interim Agreement; 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at land-based 
ICBM launch sites, and submarines , may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the 
provisions of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 

/j . Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 

Parties shall notify each other of the number and type of 

launchers being dismantled or destroyed and the number of 

i 

replacement launchers; and/ 

/j . Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall 
notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed 
launchers and the number of such launchers used for replace- 
ment ; and/ 2 


Proposed by U.S. side. 

2 Proposed by Soviet side. 
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8. The number of replacement ballistic-missile submarines 
which are under construction simultaneously shall not exceed a 
number consistent with a normal construction schedule. A 
normal construction schedule is understood to be one consistent 
with the past or present construction practices of each Party. 

This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter 
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in force 
for the duration of the aforementioned Interim Agreement, and 
may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as it 
deems appropriate. 

Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each in the 

English and Russian languages, both texts being equally authentic. 


Commissioner, 
United States of 
America 


Commissioner, 

Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics 


SECRET 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

I . General 

1. Within the limits of the levels established for each 
Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs) of older types, deployed prior to 1964, 
launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear-powered 
submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on 
diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 
missiles on modern nuclear -powered submarines. 

2. Modern submarine-launched ballistic missiles are: 
for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear- 
powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union, missiles of 
the type installed in nuclear -powered submarines made 
operational since 1965. /Tn addition, all submarine-launched 
ballistic missiles first tested after 1964 are modern 

-7I 

submarine -launched ballistic missiles./ 
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3. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel 
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes 
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement on 
Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
Offensive Arms. 

4. Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers 
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 
of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any 
of the actions in Section II below shall constitute initiation 
of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. Initiation 
of any of the actions in Section III below shall constitute 
initiation of dismantling or destruction of a ballistic -missile 
submarine or SLBM launcher. 

5. The beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic- 
missile submarine shall be the date on which such a submarine 
first operabes under its own power away from the harbor or port 
.in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine was 
performed. 


/S. Notification of dismantling or destruction and 
replacement activities shall be given through the SCC twice 
annually, reflecting the status as of the beginning of each 
regular session. The notification shall contain: 

SECRET 
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(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 196'+ and 
for ballistic-missile launchers on older 
submarines , the number and type (silo ICBM 

• launcher, soft ICBM launcher, or SLBM launcher) 
on which dismantling or destruction is in process 
and the number and type on which dismantling or 
destruction action has been completed since the 
last report in the SCC. 

(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the number 
which are on submarines that will begin sea 
trials during the next six-month period, and 
the number which are on submarines that have 
begun sea trials since the last report in the 
SCC^Z 1 

/U. Notification of completed dismantling of ICBM launchers 
and ballistic-missile launchers on replaced submarines shall be 
given through the Standing Consultative Commission twice annually, 
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular session 
of the Commission. The notification shall contain information 
for the past six months on the number of dismantled ICBM launchers 
and ballistic -missile launchers on replaced submarines, as well 
as on the number of such launchers replaced by launchers on 
modern submarines during that period^? 2 

SECRET 
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7 • Each Party may on a voluntary basis add other information 
to the notifications if it considers such information necessary 
to assure confidence in compliance with the obligations assumed 
under the Interim Agreement. 

II. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Based 
ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 

1. In all cases the following actions shall be accomplished 
in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, warheads, and 
mobile equipment; 

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment , all erecting 

and handling equipment, and propellant-handling 

equipment, /Tocated at the launch site or associated 
1 

with it/ /associated with the launcher and located 

p 

at the launch site_7 and removal of all dismantled 
equipment from the launch site. Launch equipment 
is understood to be systems, components, and 
instruments required to launch a missile. 
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2. In the case of soft launch sites , in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 
be performed: 

(a) /areas of the launch pads centered on the launch 
stand and at least 30 meters in diameter/"*" 
/locations of launch device emplacement, or 
launch pads/ 2 and missile launch control posts 
(bunkers) shall be made unusable by dismantling 
or destruction; 

(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and 
removed from the launch site; 

■(c) debris of locations of launch devices or launch 
pads, of missile launch control posts (bunkers), 
and of fuel storage tank foundations may be 
removed, and, after six months, the places where 
they were located may be covered with earth. 

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall 
be performed: 

SECRET 
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(a) silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes /silo headwords, and launch control 
bunkers/ 7 ^ shall be dismantled or destroyed. 

"Dismantled components shall be removed from the 
launch site; 

(b) after the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 
above have been accomplished, the silo shall 
remain open for a period of six months, after 
which it /shall/ /ma^/ "be filled with earth. 

/J\. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
in accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining 
at ICBM launch sites may not be used either for storage, support 
or launch of ICBMs, or for storage or support of ICBM-capable 
launchers, but may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for 
other purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the 

-y 1 

Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto^/ 

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers 
shall be completed no later than four months after the replacement 
submarine begins sea trials. 
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III . Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic - 
Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers Replaced by New 
Ballistic -Missile Submarines and S LBM Launchers 

1. The following procedures, from which each Party may 
choose, are acceptable for dismantling or destruction of 
ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers: 

(a) sinking of the submarine with its launchers in 
international waters of at least 2000 meters 
depth. /When this procedure for ballistic-missile 
submarine destruction is chosen, notification of 
the time and location of the planned destruction 
shall be given to the other side at least one 
month prior to the planned destruction/' 1 '; 

(b) scrapping the submarine and its launchers in the 
open /in predesignated shipyards/' 1 '. Scrapping 
shall involve extensive disassembly; 

(c) removing the submarine’s missile section in the 

1 

open /in predesignated shipyard^/ ; 
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/[" d) removal of the launch tubes or cutting off 

the upper part of the tubes together with 

„ o 

the superstructure above thein^/ 

</X"e ) for "H-Class" submarines the following procedures 
will apply: removal of launch tubes in the open 
in predesignated shipyards. The shipyards to be 
used for ballistic-missile submarine dismantling 
shall be agreed between the Parties. 

(1) That entire part of the superstructure 
(including the fairwater) and outer hull 
above the missile compartment of the 
submarine will be removed. 

(2) That section of the missile compartment 
pressure hull (hull crown plating and frame 
segments) which contains all of the hull 
penetrations for the missile launch tubes, 
as well as the missile launch tubes will 

be removed. 

(3) The pressure hull and outer hull may then be 
restored only by welding into place new 
sections without' launch tube penetrations. 
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( 4 ) No superstructure or fairwater will be 

replaced, over the section of the submarine 
from which the launch tubes have been 
remove cL/^ 

2. Any of the foregoing actions shall be completed no 
later than six months after the replacement submarine begins 
sea trials. 

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches shall 
be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling, and 
missiles and missile -launching equipment shall be removed. 

IV. Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic -Missile Submarine 

Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 

In the event that a ballistic -missile submarine is lost at 
sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine may be replaced 
by another ballistic -missile submarine in accordance with the 
f ollowing : 

(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall be 
made to the other Party through the Standing 
Consultative Commissionj 
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(b) the number of launchers on the replacement 
ballistic -missile submarine shall not cause 
the total number of launchers to exceed that 
authorized in the Interim Agreement and the 
Protocol thereto and 

(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall 
be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with 
Section III of these Procedures. 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP8OTOO435A<10O4OO0 1000 1-2 



Attachment No. 5 


Joi nt Dr aft Text 
Preliminarily Agreed 
by Commissioners" 
April 19, 1974 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 


Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation of the 
Treaty between the United States of America and the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of Anti -Ballistic 
Missile Systems of May 2 6, 1972 > and the Agreed Statements 
regarding that Treaty, the Parties thereto have within the 
framework of the Standing Consultative Commission agreed upon 
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, for ABM systems and their components 
limited by that Treaty, as formulated in the Attachment hereto 
which constitutes an integral part of this Protocol. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines : 

1. The attached Procedures shall apply only to systems 
or their components to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed 
pursuant to the provisions of the aforementioned Treaty; 
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2 . Any replacement of ABM systems or thei^ components 
shall be on the basis of Article YII of the aforementioned 
Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or 
destruction of ABM systems or their components in excess of 
the numbers or outside the areas specified by the Treaty 
shall be on the basis of Article VIII of the aforementioned 
Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements; 

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM systems 
or their components , related to implementation of the provisions 
of Article VII regarding replacement of those systems or their 
components and Article. VIII of the aforementioned Treaty, shall 
ensure that those systems or their components and facilities 
associated with those components, except for facilities at test 
ranges, would be put in a condition that precludes the possibility 
of their use for ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation 

of units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of those 
units would not be substantially less than the time required 
for new construction; and shall preclude unreasonable delays 
in dismantling or destruction; 

4. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall be formulated separately 'for above-ground and silo ABM 
launchers and for ABM radars - ; 
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by 
national technical means in accordance with Article XII of the 
aforementioned Treaty] 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached Procedures, facilities remaining at ABM launch 
or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of the Parties, be 
used for purposes not inconsistent with the provisions of the 
aforementioned Treaty and applicable Agreed Statements; and 

/j , Through timely and appropriate procedures, the 
Parties shall notify each other of the number and type 
(above-ground or silo) of ABM launchers and the number of 
ABM radars being dismantled or destroyed, and the number of 
replacement ABM launchers and ABM radars^/"*" 

/j . Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall 

notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed 

ABM launchers and ABM radars, and the number of ABM launchers 

2 

and ABM radars used for replacement J 


^ Proposed by U.S. side. 

2 Proposed by Soviet side. 
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall enter 
into force upon signature of this Protocol and remain in 
force for the' duration of the aforementioned Treaty * and 
may be amended by the Standing Consultative Commission as 
it deems appropriate. 

Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each 

in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 
authentic . 

Commissioner, Commissioner, 

United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 

America Republics 


SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For R^pase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A<p)400010001-2 



ATTACHMENT 

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROCEDURES. GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 
NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

I. Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges 

1. Above-ground launchers and associated equipment shall 
be removed from the sites, and the entire part of the launch 
pad containing the launcher mount and reinforcements shall be 
dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris may be removed 
and after six months the location covered with earth. 

2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by dismantling 
or destruction of their above-ground structures /and/ /or/ 
headworks and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher debris 
may be removed and after six months the silos shall be filled 
with earth. 

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than three 
months after their initiation. 
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4. Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed 
ABM launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the 
Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent with the 
provisions of the Treaty on the Limitation of ABM Systems, 
and applicable Agreed Statements. 

5. Notification of the /activities provided for in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 that are in process and that have been 
complete/7 1 /completion of the activities provided for in 

p 

paragraphs 1 and 2/ shall be given through the Standing 
Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting the status 
as of the beginning of each regular session of the Commission. 

II . ABM Facilities at Malmstrom 

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings shall be 
cut off. 

2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their uncompleted state 
for six months after which they may be covered with earth. 

3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which 
only foundations had been completed shall be covered with 
earth. 

SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP8OTOO435AO0O4OOO1OOO1-2 


SECRET 

- 3 - 

4 . Earth grading of the entire area shall be accomplished 
and construction materials removed. 

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be 
initiated no later than six months after agreement on these 
Procedures . 

6. Notification that the above activities have been 
completed shall be given through the Standing Consultative 
Commission. 
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Attachment No. 6 


USTINOV STATEMENT ON TASK OF SCC-III 
April 19, 1974 


Mr. Commissioner, 

It should be noted that until now there still 
remain a number of provisions of the Protocols and 
Procedures for which the Commission has not yet found 
mutually acceptable solutions. In our opinion the 
next stage of the third session of the SCC must be 
the conduct of this most complex and labor- consuming 
work. As I understand it, the U.S. Component of the 
Commission is also in agreement with this. 

I can confirm once again that the Soviet side is 
ready to proceed to consideration of those paragraphs 
which have not been agreed by us, and to preparation 
of complete draft texts of the Protocols and Procedures, 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, .for strategic offensive arms 
and ABM systems, insofar as the U.S. side is ready for 
this. In this connection, we proceed from the premise 
that completion of this work, if possible, is the 
main task of the current session. 


Thank you for your attention. 
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Attachment No. 7 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL'S COMMENTS -- NOTIFICATION 

April 19, 1974 


1. The U.S. side considers notification to be one 
of the major unresolved issues. The differences between 
the approach of the Soviet side and that of the U.S. side 
are reflected by bracketed language in several places in 
the JDTs . Although it first appears in para. 7 of the 
Protocols, the more specific provisions at issue are 

in the detailed procedures. 

2. The subject of notification has been addressed 
extensively during previous SCC sessions. The U.S. side 
has carefully reviewed these exchanges, and has the 
following comments. 

3. The Soviet side has maintained that national 
technical means of verification are capable of verifying 
with complete confidence and reliability compliance by the 
sides with the obligations assumed in accordance with the 
ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement; and that therefore, 
there is no need whatsoever to introduce into the 
verification process any sort of additional measures, 
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including prior notification. Mr. Commissioner, I must 
once again reemphasize that the U.S. position on notification 
is that it is not required for adequate verification by 
national technical means of compliance with the existing 
agreements or with the Procedures we work out, except 
in the case of destruction of submarines by sinking. 

4 . It has been and remains the U.S. position that 
certain prior notification provisions would promote the 
objectives of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement in 
accordance with Articles XIII and VI, respectively, of 
these agreements. 'Specifically, such provisions would: 

a. Enhance the viability of the ABM Treaty and 
Interim Agreement by reducing possibilities 
for uncertainties and misunderstandings . 

b. Help develop mutual trust and contribute to 
continued improved relations between our two 
countries, thereby creating a better climate 
for future agreements . 

5. The U.S. side considers these to be significant 
benefits which could be achieved at little cost or effort 
and at no risk. They would not impinge on the security 
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inter'ests of either side. Neither would these provisions 
cause a loss of flexibility in programming replacement , 
destruction or dismantling activities; information given 
at one SCC meeting could be amended as necessary at the 
next. It is our view that certain prior notification 
provisions would prevent rather than cause misunderstandings. 
In my opinion one of the important purposes of objectives 
of the SCC is to prevent misunderstandings wherever possible. 

6. In prior sessions the Soviet side has 
suggested that para. 1.7 of the strategic offensive arms 
procedures dealing with voluntary information provides an 
adequate opportunity for one side to provide the other 
side with advance information if it considers such information 
necessary to assure compliance 'with the obligations assumed 
under the Interim Agreement. Para. 1.7 is an unbracketed 
paragraph and thus "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners . " 

The U.S. side continues to agree with the desirability of 
this paragraph,, but does not agree that this paragraph is 
a substitute for certain _prior notification provisions. In 
fact para. 7 deals with "compliance with the obligations 
assumed under the Interim Agreement" and applies to more than 
just the mutually agreed procedures we are working on. 
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7. Mr. Commissioner, it is our view that the U 0 S. 
proposals for prior notification should he considered on 
their own merit as an integral part of our mutually 
agreed procedures. They would thus contribute to promoting 
the objectives of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement. 
Prior notification is not precluded by the ABM Treaty, the 
Interim Agreement and its Protocol, or Agreed Statements. 

8. The language proposed by the U.S. side in para. 7 
of the two Protocols is consistent with the U.S. view on 
the desirability of including certain prior notification 
provisions in these mutually agreed procedures. The specific 
language merely requires the Parties to notify each other 

of the number and types of launchers being dismantled or 
destroyed and the number of replacement launchers. The first 
substantive point regarding prior notification is contained 
in para. 1.6 of the procedures for strategic offensive arms. 
Notification of the type contained in the U.S. proposed 
para. 1.6 reflects the typ>e of notification which would 
meet the U.S. objectives I set forth earlier. 
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Attachment No . 8 

USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION 
April 19, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, 

We have attentively listened to the statement 
of the U.S. SCC Component. We •will study it carefully. 
For my part I would like to direct your attention to 
those considerations which govern the approach of 
the Soviet Component of the Commission to notifica- 
tion procedures. As you know, these procedures were 
not agreed at the second session. 

On questions of notification the Soviet side 
proceeds from the fundamental joint Soviet -American 
documents, which first and foremost are the Treaty 
on the Limitation of ABM Systems and the Interim 
Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the 
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms. 

Article XII of the aforementioned Treaty and 
Article V of the Interim Agreement specify that for 
the purpose of providing assurance of compliance with 
the provisions of these documents each side shall 
use national technical means of verification at its 
disposal in a manner consistent with generally 
recognized principles of international law. In this 
connection the sides undertook not to interfere with 
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the national technic al means of verification of the 
other side which are carrying out their functions, 
including not using deliberate concealment measures 
which impede verification by national technical 
means of compliance with the provisions of the Treaty 
and Interim Agreement. 

Thus, Mr. Commissioner, both sides have directly 
and officially recognized the effectiveness and 
reliability of national technical means in carrying 
out verification. Moreover, we can say with good 
reason that the very conclusion in May 1972 of the 
ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement between the USSR 
and the U.S., to a significant degree became possible 
because both sides agreed that national technical 
means are capable of reliably verifying compliance 
of the sides with the terms and provisions of these 
Soviet-American documents. 

The U.S. Component of the Commission has also 
repeatedly emphasized, at the second and at the 
current session of the SCC, the effectiveness and 
reliability of national technical means of verification. 

In connection with the above considerations, the 
Soviet side does not see the necessity of substitut- 
ing any sort of further additional functions of the 
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Commission, for example those having the nature 
of prior notification, for the functions of national 
' technical means of verification. 

We believe that with respect to the dismantling 
or destruction and replacement procedures for 
strategic offensive arms and ABM systems being worked 
out by us, national technical means of verification 
are capable of reliably verifying dismantling 
activities at appropriate ICBM launch sites, shipyards 
and ABM test ranges, as well as those arms replacement 
activities which may be carried out by the sides in 
implementation of the provisions of the Interim 
Agreement and the Protocol thereto. 

The Soviet side sees the basic function of notifica- 
tion through the SCC to be that the sides inform each 
other, for the period between sessions, concerning an 
accomplished fact --the completion of dismantling or 
destruction of numbers of ICBM launchers, submarines 
and SLBM launchers, as well as ABM launchers and 
radars; and the number of launchers used by each side 
for replacement purposes during the same period. Such 
reciprocal providing of information by the sides 
through the SCC would be documentary confirmation of 
completed activity for official recording by the other 

SECRET 


Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For R^pase 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP8OTOO435AG0O4OOO1OOO1-2 

SECRET 

7.f 

side; that will promote the implementation of the 
obj ectives and provioions of the AEM Treaty and the 
Interim Agreement. 

In this connection we do not exclude that each 
side may on a voluntary basis add other information 
to the notifications, if it considers such information 
necessary to assure confidence in compliance with the 
obligations assumed. 

Such are the basic positions of principle on 
notification issues to which the Soviet side adheres 
in working out the Protocols and Procedures. These 
tenets have been reflected in those specific formula- 
tions for the corresponding paragraphs of the joint 
documents * which were proposed by us during the first 
and second sessions and which are bracketed as the 
proposals of the Soviet side. 

Mr. Commissioner , we hope that the U.S. SCO 
Component will once again carefully study our point 
of view on notification procedures. It seems to us 
that achievement of mutual agreement on this issue 
would be in the interests of the entire Commission. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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Attac h ment M o . 

USTINOV STATEMENT ON NOTIFICATION OF DISMANTLING 

IN PROCESS 
April 19, 197^- 


Mr. Commissioner, 

The proposals of the U.S. side on notification 
issues, tabled during the second session of the SCO, 
speak of notification regarding I CBM, SLBM and ABM 
launchers, the dismantling of which is in process. 

Study by the Soviet side during the recess of 
such a notification procedure prompted a number of 
questions on our part. For example, it is not clear 
to us what one side or another would have to do at 
the next session about notification of dismantling 
of launchers or radars if dismantling thereof, already 
begun before the previous session, is not completed 
by the beginning of the next session. Will this 
require repeated notification or will it not be 
necessary to do so? 

Based on those time periods which are provided 
for the completion of dismantling, such instances are 
evidently quite possible. For example, according 
to the procedures, dismantling of replaced ICBM 
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launchers must be completed no later than four 
months after the replacement submarine begins sea 
trials, dismantling of SLBM launchers --within six 
months, and dismantling actions on ABM launchers at 
test ranges --no later than three months after their 
initiation. 

At the same time, the experience of the second 
and third sessions of the SCO shows that the period 
between sessions lasted from 2-§ to months. Thus, 
the duration of dismantling may sometimes overlap the 
duration of the period between sessions. Another 
variant: dismantling begun before the previous session, 
is completed during the period between sessions. How 
would one in this instance relate these launchers to 
those launchers, dismantling of which was both begun 
and completed during the period between sessions? It 
would be possible to cite a number of other variants. 

We would be thankful to you, Mr. Commissioner, 
if you would clarify for us how the U.S. side envisages 
practical implementation of such a notification 
procedure . 
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Attachment No. 10 


COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL : S COMMENTS --MODERN SLBM'S 

April 19, 1974 


1. The Protocol to the Interim Agreement states: 

"The deployment of modern SLBMs on any submarine, 
regardless of type, will he counted against the total 
level of SLBMs permitted for the U.S. and the U.S.S.R." 
Paragraph 1.2 is included in the procedures for the 
purpose of defining a modern SLBM. Without the inclusion 
of an added sentence, of the type proposed by the U.S. 
side, the paragraph deals only with modern SLBMs on nuclear- 
powered submarines and does not deal with modern SLBMs 
"on any submarine, regardless of type" -- for example, 
diesel-powered submarines 1 Thus in the U.S. view there 
is a requirement for an additional sentence to complete 
the definition of a modern SLBM. 


2. From a review of previous exchanges on this subject 
I do not detect a substantive difference between the two 
sides. If I understand the Soviet position correctly 
it is basically that it is not necessary to introduce 
this additional language. It is the U.S. view that an 
additional sentence is necessary to complete the purpose 
of this paragraph. By such an addition the modern SLBM 
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definition would be complete and any possible misunder- 
standing on this point would be eliminated. It would be 
clear in the procedures that the term "modern submarine- 
launched ballistic missile" applies to newer missiles 
regardless of the type of submarine on which they are 
deployed*. 

3. In light of the foregoing and after careful 
review of the previous exchanges on this subject., the 
U.S . side proposes the following alternative language for 
the U.S. proposed additional sentence (read alternatives 
and pass copies to Soviet side). 

4. The U.S. proposed additional sentence in either 

form would apply equally to both sides, is consistent with 
Interim Agreement and its 

thq 7 Protocol, and, in the U.S. view, is necessary to complete 
the definition of a "modern SLBM. " 

5. -Mr . Commissioner, the U.S. side continues to believe 
that an additional sentence is necessary for completeness in 
the definition of "modern submarine -launched ballistic 
missiles." Taking into account Soviet concerns regarding 
the U.S. proposed sentence, we have provided you today with 
alternative language, intended to clarify the sentence, which 
in our opinion would adequately complete the definition of 
modern SLBMs . 
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Attachment No. 11 


SECRET 


U.S. Wo r kin g Do cumen t 
April 19, 197/1. 


STRATEGIC O FFENSIVE ARMS: PROCEDURES 
PARAGRAPH 1.2 


2 . Modern . . . 3.965 j and for both Parties, 
submarine -launched ballistic missiles first flight- 
tested since 1965 and installed in any submarine 
regardless of type." 
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U.S. Working Document 
April 19 5 1974 


STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS : PROCEDURES 
PARAGRAPH I . 2 


2 . "Modern ... 1965; and for both Parties, 
submarine-launched ballistic missiles first flight- 
tested since 1965 and installed in diesel 
submarines . " 
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Attachment No. IS 

USTINOV STATEMENT ON DEFINITION OF MODERN SLBM 
April 19 , 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, 

In my second statement today I would like to 
address the question of the definition of modern 
SLBMs^ contained in paragraph 1 . 2 of the Procedures 
for Strategic Offensive Arms. 

In paragraph 1.2 there are brackets containing 
a proposal of the U.S. side consisting of an addition 
to the definition of modern SLBMs. During the recess 
the Soviet side carefully studied this wording of 
paragraph 2, taking your proposal into account, and 
believes that the initial wording, without the U.S. 
addition, sufficiently completely defines the concept 
of modern SLBMs, applicable to the objectives of the 
procedures we are working out. 

Furthermore, in accordance with paragraph 1.3 
of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms, 
agreed by the sides at the second session of the SCC, 
use of launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel 
submarines for replacement purposes is precluded. In 
order to avoid the possibility of circumvention of 
the agreement through accumulation of modern SLBMs 
on diesel submarines, the sides have also provided 
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that these missiles will count in the total level 
of SLBM launchers established by the Interim Agreement. 

Thus, paragraphs 2 and 3 of Section I of the 
Procedures for Strategic Offensive Arms , taking into 
account the provisions of other earlier agreed 
interpretive statements which are presently jn force, 
define with adequate precision the concept of modern 
SLBMs for both sides, and it is' not necessary to 
introduce any sort of addition into paragraph 2. The 
Soviet side proposes to leave the wording of para- 
graph 1.2 of the Procedures for Strategic Offensive 
Arms as follows: "Modern submarine -launched ballistic 
missiles are: for the United States, missiles installed 
m all nuclear-powered submarines; and for the Soviet 
Union, missiles of the type installed in nuclear- 
powered submarines made operationa.1 since 1965." 

Thank you for your attention. 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, April 1 6 , 1974 
US Mission, Geneva 


Persons Presen t : 

Mr. Graybeal 

Brig. Gen. Georgi 

Col. (Ret.) C. G. FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Lt. Col. Bartos 

Lt. Col. DeSimone 

Mr . Long 

Lt, Cdr. Martin 

Mr. Smith 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 

Mr. Karpov 

Mr. Yereskovsky 

Col Belyanin 

Capt. Kuznetsov 

Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 

Mr. Kochetkov (interpreter) 

Capt. Korobchenko 

(Military Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal opened the meeting at 11:00 a.m., and 
said that before giving the floor to General Ustinov he would 
like to introduce Mr. Robert Smith, now working on the US Com- 
ponent of the SCC in place of Lt. Col. Pettyjohn, who had been 
present at our first meeting of this session. 

Commissioner Ustinov acknowledged the introduction, and 
delivered a prepared statement (Attachment). 

Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov and said that the US Component 
of the SCC also believed that the work of the Editorial Working 
Group, on the nonsubstantive changes designed to make the JDTs 
clearer, had been useful and productive and that the JDTs had been 
improved. Also he believed doing that work now would save time 
as we neared the completion of our assigned task of preparing 
mutually acceptable procedures for replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic offensive 
arms and for ABM systems and their components . 

He continued by stating that the US SCC Component also 
agrees that the texts of the JDTs, which were now in the process 
of being conformed, would have the same status as the November 1 6 , 
1973 texts; that is, "preliminarily agreed by Commissioners", with 
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,“2®. ?S^ r +P ri J , ' fce . da 5 e noted *. Tllis set of revised texts would 
p ovide the basis for negotiating the much more important 
issues and differences between the sides, now identified by 
bracketed language. Graybeal said that he understood Ustinov's 
statement concerning the status of these JDTs meant that %n 4 -hino' 
is agreed until all is agreed." As Ustinov ' LTto altll vut it & 
our respective Governments would, of course, also review the doou 
ments prior to their signature aAd entry into fo?ce It alL 
went without saying that either side had the option to raise anv 
con 9® rnd *}6 either bracketed or unbracketed language if 7 
it were considered necessary. He hoped, however, that the cur 
rently unbracketed language would have ^ clear sailing" henceforth 

and_that we could focus our attention on the substantive" matters 9 
m the bracketed portions of the JDTs. 1Ve matters 

Graybeal concluded by noting that the nonsubstantive chsnp-es 

porated^intcfthp and “ oepted by the other had Seen inco?? 

ISoretariS- todSv wi+wS W ® r ° 5 elng conform ® d p y °ur Executive 
^ecretarieo today. With the assistance of our interpreters and 

those others involved, this conforming of the teStl SSSld Se SSm- 

p , we could agree that they were "preliminarily agreed bv 

Commissioners" as of the date that work was done^d the Russian 

and English-language versions could be exchanged. 

General Ustinov said he would like to restate his belief 
that positive and useful work had been done by the Editorial 
orking Group and our Deputy Commissioners; it would help to 

i a f0r workin 6 out the final agreed texts of the 

Pro tocois and Procedures. He said. he agreed that our Executive 
Secretaries should complete the work of conforming th n text®' 
preparing them for agreement by Commissioners a“the le«f 5 

by Gra M beal and f or exchange of Russian and English 
versions • 

dra y b ea-E said he thought this exchange of texts could 
be part of our next SCC meeting. couia 

General Ustinov agreed. 

matte ls ' to r takrup a today! f Component had an y ot her 

General Ustinov said the Soviet side had manv issues it 
would like to . raise at future meetings, but not this morning. 

■p Mr . Graybeal said that in that case, since he also had nothi no- 
further to bring up this morning, he would like to propose that S 
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our next meeting take place at 11:00 a.m. on April 19, at the 
Soviet Mission, for the purpose of initiating substantive dis- 
cussion of bracketed language in the JDTs . 

. General Ustinov stated that as he had °aid at our first 
meeting and repeated again today, the Soviet side is ready to go 
op with that work. He agreed to the time and place proposed by 
Graybeal for. the next meeting. 

Mr . Graybeal said he did have one more item of business 
which concerned pleasure. The US Component would like to invite 
the Soviet Component to lunch in this room on Wednesday, April 24, 
at 1:00 p.jn. 

General Ustinov accepted with gratitude on behalf of the 
Soviet Component, and remarked that he had no objection in 
principle to lunching at the same table at which we were now 
wo rking. 

Mr. Graybeal adjourned the meeting at 11:35 a.m. 


Attachment : 

Ustinov Statement 


Drafted by: 


F. 


»e Simone :bd 


Approved by: 


S. N. 


Graybeal 
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USTINOV STATEMENT , April 16, 1974 

Mr. Commissioner, 

As agreed, today we are holding the second 
plenary meeting of the Commission. 

The Soviet Component of the Commission has 
carefully studied the editorial changes, proposed 
by the U.S. side, to the previously agreed provisions 
of the Joint Draft Texts of the Protocols and 
Procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic 
offensive arms and ABM systems, of November 1 6 , 1973. 

We believe that the two meetings of the Working 
Group headed by the Executive Secretaries and the 
meeting of Deputy Commissioner V. P. Karpov and 
General Georgi were useful for both sides and were 
productive . 

We have no objections, to the changes introduced 
by the U.S. side which are of a purely grammatical 
or stylistic nature and which do not change provisions 
of principle, flowing from the Interim Agreement and 
the ABM Treaty ; we agree also to the refinements of a 
legal nature to the texts of the Protocols and 
Procedures which do not change the sense of already 
agreed basic premises on the structure and format 
of the documents. 
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In that light we agree to introduce such 
corrections into the documents, and specifically: 

(a) to indicate more clearly that the procedures 
for dismantling or destruction, and notification 
thereof, for strategic offensive arms and for ABM 
systems and their components are being adopted 
pursuant to the provisions and in implementation 

of the Interim Agreement and ABM Treaty which is in 
force; 

(b) to show more clearly that the procedures 
for strategic offensive arms and for ABM systems and 
their components are an integral part of the respective 
Protocols; 

(c) to establish the time of entry into force of 
the strategic offensive arms and ABM Protocols and 
Procedures, which are to be considered in force upon 
signature by us of the respective Protocols. 

As for some other proposals and formulations of 
the U.S. side, we do not see the need to introduce 
them into the texts already worked out. As I under- 
stand it, the U.S. Component of the Commission has 
also agreed with this. 

The specific proposals of the Soviet side are 
contained in our working document, which we have 
given to you, and work on which is being finished up 
today by our Executive Secretaries. 
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The Soviet side agrees to the changes and 
additions introduced, and proposes to consider the 
corrected texts of the Protocols and Procedures to 
be joint drafts. In this connection it is our under- 
standing tha.t our agreement to these texts is 
preliminary until final completion of the full texts 
of the Protocols and Procedures and their approval 
by Governments. 

Mr. Commissioner, the Soviet side is prepared 
to turn to consideration of other paragraphs of the 
Protocols and Procedures, which still remain unagreed. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 

date: April 11, 1974 

TIME: 1100 - 1325 Hours 

place: Soviet Mission, Geneva 

SUBJECT: Meeting of Editorial Review Group 

PARTICIPANTS: US USSR 

Brig. Gen. W. F. Georgi Mr. V. P. Karpov 

Col. C. G. FitzGerald Mr. A. S. Yereskovsky 

LTC F. P. DeSimone Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko 

Mr. P. Afanasenko Mr. Ye. N. Kochetkov 

(Interpreter) (Interpreter) 


Karpov opened the meeting and gave the floor to Georgi, who 
said he thought we should proceed according to the plan which 
FitzGerald and Yereskovsky had worked out) that is, the Soviet 
side could present its -responses and reactions to the editorial 
changes which had been suggested by the US side for the unbracketed 
portions of the November lo, 1973 JDTs. He said this should be 
as informal and direct as Karpov wished to make it) the US side 
simply wanted to be certain that those suggestions and the Soviet 
responses were perfectly clear to both sides. 

Karpov, before going through the Soviet Working Document 
which had been prepared for today's meeting, made some general 
comments as follows: 

1. The Soviet side proceeds from the premise that, 
generally speaking, the November 16 JDTs need no corrections 
or changes. They express accurately and completely the ideas 
and thoughts intended) no fundamental change was needed in that 
which was accomplished during the last SCO session and approved 
by the Commissioners . 

2. Nevertheless, the Soviet side had carefully studied 
the "editorial changes" which the US side had suggested for the 
agreed portions of those documents, and felt that the two meetings 
of this working group which had already been held under the leader- 
ship of our Executive Secretaries had been useful. The explanations 
and the suggested changes themselves were helpful in making the 
approach of the US side clear and in improving the Soviet side's 
under stan ding of that approach. 
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3* The Soviet side does noi object to changes for 
stylistic and grammatical purposes which do not affect the 
Russian language texts* these can be made in the JETs and 
confirmed under the supervision of our Executive Secretaries. 

m , . , . In Principle , the Soviet side also does not oppose 

polismng the texts from, a legal point of view, keeping in 
mind that there should be no changes to the agreed structure 
and format of ‘the documents. For example, it would appear useful 
to clearly state in the preambular language that the procedures 
we are working out are implementation of the ABM Treaty and the 
Interim Agreement, and to clearly set down that each set of 
Procedures and its respective Protocol comprise an integral 
document, and also to clearly state when these agreed Procedures 
enter into force. 

5 * In other ‘cases, the suggestions and proposals of 
the US side raise some doubt, and the Soviet side has formulated 
alternative changes. If these are not acceptable, the Soviet 
side would prefer to stay with the formulations in the November 16 
1973 JDTs. This approach, retaining November 16 JDT language, * 
also applies in some cases where the Soviet side does not consider 
the US -proposed changes to be useful, and has made no alternative 
proposal. 

■ Karpov then handed over the Soviet working documents 
(Attachments No. 1 and No. 2) and proceeded to review all the 
proposed editorial changes . Those which were not simply accepted 
as they were proposed in the US Working Document of April 5, 1974 
are reviewed below, with comments and discussion. For ease of 
reference, see Attachment No. 2 to 'MemCon, SCO Session III, A-l60. 

Strategic Offensive Arms, JDT , Protocol 

Preambular Language 

1. "And in implementation of” -- accepted, but Soviet- 
suggested language requires minor change in wording which actually 
better articulates the intent of the US-prcposed change. 

2. Karpov said that "... regarding that Agreement . ." 
is better than . . . related Agreed Statements. . . " because it 
more closely corresponds to the title agreed upon for those agreed 
statements initialed by Ambassador Smith and Minister Semenov on 
May 26 , 1972 . This approach, Karpov said, applies to all cases 
where the language of previously agreed documents is used in 
formulations for the documents now being worked out. In the Soviet 
view, this approach is extremely desirable, and should be used 
consistently. 
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3. "... hereinafter referred to as the Interim 

Agreement . . The Soviet view is that it is not useful 

or necessary to arrive at a contrived way of lumping together 
the pertinent documents and referring to them in combination 
as the Interim Agreement," especially when one of them is 
already, the Interim Agreement." 'Listing by their proper names, 
as previously agreed., the several documents of various categories 
to which we are referring in this Preamble is more direct and 
accurate. 


4. The Soviet side, based on the need here and the 
precedent pointed out by the US side at the April 5, 1974 
meeting, proposes to explicitly state that the Procedures are 
spelled out in an . Attachment which forms an integral part of 
the Protocol. This is in accord with the express desire of the 
US side that ambiguity on that score be removed. The suggested 
change and addition to the last sentence of the preambular 
paragraph accomplishes that purpose, in the Soviet view. Georgi 
agreed that it appeared to do so, though we would have to review 
it once again to be certain. At the same time, he agreed that 
if the "... . hereinafter referred to . . phrase was not 
adopted, it would be necessary to stay with " . . . that Interim 
Agreement . . ."at the end of the preambular paragraph. 

Protocol, Numbered Paragraphs 

1. Assuming agreement on the principle and implementation 
of point 4 above, the "Procedures" would generally be written with 
a capital. letter, contrary to the US suggestion. The US partici- 
pants indicated that was probably acceptable, since the doubt 
created by capitalizing "Procedures" should now be completely 
removed by the explicit statement of the status of the "attached 
procedures" -- that is. Protocol and Procedures constitute one 
integral document. Karpov agreed. 

2. Reference paragraph 6. Soviet rejection of the 
proposed deletion of " . . . provisions of the ..." was not 
discussed as Karpov reviewed the changes. Later in the meeting, 
however, the subject was raised by Georgi with a question concerning 
the reasons for not accepting that "fix^ in the several places 

for which it was suggested, including the ABM Protocol. Karpov 
said that the working out of these procedures was a precisely 
defined task -- the SCO was to do so in order to implement specific 
provisions of the ABM Treaty and the Interim Agreement. FitzGerald 
pointed out that Article XIII of the ABM Treaty charged the SCC 
with promoting the implementation of objectives and provisions. 
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and reminded Karpov of our previous explanation that simply 
referring to "the Interim Agreement" or "the ABM Treaty" in 
para. 6 of each Protocol, for example, covered both those 
charges. If we included "provisions" in that formulation, 
perhaps inclusion of "objectives" as well would be better. 

Karpov disagreed, saying that certainly implementing 
the objectives of those agreements already in force was an 
SCC function, but the task at hand was specifically tied to 
certain of their specific provisions. The SCC can be, and 
indeed already is, empowered to deal with adding to those 
agreements based on changes in the strategic situation and 
so forth, but for the time being we still have SALT to do that 
job. The SCC, within the broad task of promoting objectives, 
is now working out procedures for implementing certain provisions 
of those agreements, as directed by our governments when they 
signed the ABM Treaty and Interim Agreement. 

When FitzGerald asked whether or not we were also promoting 
their objectives, Karpov replied that of course we were. 
FitzGerald then noted that in that case specifically mentioning 
"provisions" could be misleading or incomplete. Karpov replied 
that on the contrary, it is necessary to keep it clear in these 
documents that the SCC' is acting in accord with provisions of 
agreements in force and not "inventing anything new. " 

FitzGerald said that it would appear the Soviet side agrees 
that everything the SCC does is "promoting the objectives" of 
agreements in force. Karpov said that was true, but added that 
he saw no need to continually underscore that fact. 

3. The wording of the penultimate paragraph to include 
the "entry into force" phrase follows the US -proposed format 
and retains November l6 JDT language for "... attached Pro- 
cedures ..." based on the fix in the preambular language (see 
point 4 under "Preambular Language" above). 

Strategic Offensive Arms JDT, Procedures 

1. The US proposal to combine paras. 1.1 and 1.2, Karpov 
said, was not a good one. Since "modern SLBM" is not defined 
elsewhere, we should follow "trails already blazed" in formulating 
this definition and maintaining paras. 1, 2, and 3 in their 
present format. He went through a rather lengthy discussion 
indicating that the Soviet side considers this language to be 
in the category mentioned above in point 2 under "Preambular 
Language." The "trail already blazed" in this case is the 
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July 24, 1972 agreed clarification concerning SLBMs, which 
Karpov referred to as "that well-known document", and the 
Soviet position is that we should avoid reformulating such 
an agreed definition. 

2. For the same reason as above, Karpov said we should 
stick with "... installed. . ." rather than use "... deployed 
. . ."in para. 2. Georgi said that seemed reasonable. (Note: 
Contrary to the impression gained on April 9 and noted in A-162 
Karpov said during this discussion that he did not have, nor 

had he seen, the English-language text of the referenced "agreed 
clarification" . ) 

3. Karpov said, with reference to para. 1.3* that it did 
not appear particularly useful to shorthand the title of the 
Interim Agreement. This applied also to the other places where 
such shortened reference had been proposed, based primarily on 
the US -proposed change to the preambular language of the Protocol. 

4. See title of Section III. It was agreed to correct the 
order of "ballistic missile submarines and SLBM launchers", to 
correspond to the formulation of this title, throughout the 
document (specifically in paras. 2, 3 * and 4 of the Protocol 
and para. 1.4 of the Procedures), 

5. Rather than the change proposed by the US side for 
para. III. 2, Karpov proposed "any of the foregoing . . ."to 
accomplish the same purpose. 

6. In para. IV(a), Karpov proposed that since the SCO is 
mentioned so few times in these documents, it should be given 

due respect by having its name spelled out rather than abbreviated. 
Georgi agreed. 

7. In para. IV(b), ". . . the Protocol thereto ..." should 
stay in, based on the discussion and the conclusion concerning 
not referring to all the pertinent documents together as "the 
Interim Agreement" (see point 3 above under "Preambular Language"). 

ABM Procedures, Protocol 


1. For all US -proposed changes not accepted or revised, 
see corresponding discussion above, under Strategic Offensive 
Arms, Protocol. 
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C i' cz Dr °PP in S the word "aforementioned" from paras . 1, 2 S 

^ + an ^ , a ® as bbe ulinuin P erec i penultimate paragraph was 

nrinr,?' %£ Pt " d based on stanaard practice and on the failure to 
adopt the • • • hereinafter referred to as the ABM Treaty ..." 
m the preambular language . ^ 

-r-uo ttq* ^ ef>e ^ e ^- ce . P ara * 3j Karpov said that although he understood 
US attempt .to improve the language in the second line without 
aff ® c : a J s substance., this formulation had been the subject of 
«^n^ det ? ;Lled +S CrUt:Ln:y ' and ne 6otiation perhaps it was better left 
ab ° neun ^® s s there were some important reason to change it. Since 
US side had clearly said no substance was involved in any of 

r^t^° P ? Sed - chan ?J s ; it would appear that no such reason existed. 
(Note: Karpov quite clearly indicated that it would be difficult 

(SCO Sf ^had'bS^ 6 $ P ° dnt S±nCe ' as a Soviet proposal 

1 U hab b een subject to close review and approval in 

Moscow. ) Georgi and FitzGerald agreed that since the suggested 
change had been purely editorial., it was probably all right to 
leave the sentence as it was. & 


^ • Reference para. 6. See above , discussion of 


not 


■ «v '\ Under "Strategh Offensive 
Arms JDl, Protocol , point 2 under Protocol, Numbered Paragraphs". 

- Reference penultimate paragraph. Corresponding discussion 

under Strategic Offensive Arms JDT, Protocol applies. 

ABM JDT, Procedures 


P * Paragraph 1.4 -- see point 4 in immediately preceding 
section above on . , . not inconsistent with the provisions . . . " 

n ^ , ii'^?^f'F en ? e P ara * .H‘2 , Karpov asked what point in time 
present indicated, noting that this procedure affected the US 
side only and that he was prepared to leave the formulation as it 
was in. the November 1 6 , 1973 JDT and his question was motivated by 
curiosity ) oniy. He said perhaps it would be just as well to drop 
the word present , and avoid raising a question. Georgi replied 
that seemed like a useful suggestion, and accepted it. 

■k .^4 Refer< r nce P a ^ a * II. 4, Karpov said he was similarly curious 

*J°*V£ e mean i ns ° f the entire area "* DeSimone explained that 
it had been intended to mean all of the area in which work had been 
in Progress on the future ABM site, affecting the natural contou?! 
of the terrain, and asked whether the Soviet side wished to propose 
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an editorial change to clarify the text. Karpov said that he 
appreciated the explanation and. that having heard it he thought 
no change was required. 

,, Reference para. II. 5 , Karpov suggested that "... by 

the SCO . . . was unnecessary, since it was clear from the entire 
document how the Procedures were being agreed. Georgi said he 
thought striking those words a useful fix which the US side could 


5 .' Reference para. II. 6, spell out Standing Consultative 
Commission; see above, point 6 under "Strategic Offensive Arms 
JDT, Procedures . 


Attachments ; 

1. Soviet SCC Component Working Document, Strategic Offensive 

Arms Procedures. ~ ~ 

2. Soviet SCC Component Working Document, ABM Procedures 


SCC :FPj^eSimone :b jg 
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Attachment No. 1 
Official translation 

Working Document of the 
Soviet SCO Component 
April 11 , 1974 

STANDING CONSULT ATT VE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING 
OR DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR 
STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

Pursuant to the provisions and in implementation 
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of 
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 
on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation 
of Strategic Offensive Arms of May 26. 1972, the 
Protocol thereto, and the Agreed Statements regarding 
that Agreement, the Parties thereto have, within the 
framework of the Standing Consultative Commission, 
agreed upon procedures governing replacement, dismantling 
or destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic 
offensive arms limited by that Interim Agreement, as 
they are formulated in the Attachment which constitutes 
an integral part of this Protocol. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following 
general guidelines: 

1. The attached Procedures shall apply only 
to systems to be' replaced and dismantled or destroyed 
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pursuant to the provisions of the aforementioned 
Interim Agreement; 

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) launchers or ballistic -missile sub- 
marines and submarine -launched ballistic missile 
( SLBM ) launchers shall be on the basis of 
Articles III and IV of the Interim Agreement , the 
Protocol thereto, and applicable Agreed Statements; 

3 * Dismantling or destruction procedures for 
ICBM launchers and associated facilities and for 
ballistic -missile submarines and SLBM launchers 
shall ensure that they would be put in a condition 
that precludes the possibility of their use for 
■launching ICBM? or SLBMs, respectively; shall ensure 
that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed 
would be detectable by national technical means; 
shall be such that reactivation time of these units 
would not be substantially less than the time required 
for new construction; and shall preclude unreasonable 
delays in dismantling or destruction; 

4. Dismantling or destruction procedures shall 
be formulated separately for soft and for silo land- 
based ICBM launchers as well as for ballistic-missile 
submarines and SLBM launchers; 

' SECRET 
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5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction 
procedures snail ensure that adequate verification 
can he accomplished by national technical means in 
accordance with Article V of the Interim Agreement; 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached Procedures, facilities remaining 

at land-based ICBM launch sites, and submarines, may, 
at the discretion of the Parties, be used for purposes 
not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim 
' Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 

/j . Through timely and appropriate procedures, 
the Parties shall notify each other of the number and 
type of launchers being dismantled or destroyed and 
the number of ^replacement launchers; and/ 7 -*- 

/f. Through appropriate procedures, the Parties 
shall notify each other of the number of dismantled or 
destroyed launchers and the number of such launchers 

p 

used for replacement; and7 

8. The number of replacement ballistic -missile 
submarines which are under construction simultaneously 
shall not exceed a number consistent with a normal 
construction schedule. A normal construction schedule 
is understood to be one consistent with the past or 
present construction practices of each Party. 

SECRET 
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This Protocol and the attached Procedures shall 
enter into force upon signature of this Protocol and 
remain in force for the duration of the Interim Agree- 
ment , and may be amended by the Standing Consultative 
Commission as it deems appropriate. 

Done at Geneva cn_ , in two copies, 

each in the English and Russian languages,, both texts 
being equally authentic. 

Commissioner, Commissioner, 

United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 

America Republics 


1. Proposed by U.S. side. 

2. Proposed by Soviet side. 
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ATTACHMENT 

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR 
DESTRUCTION, AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC 

OFFENSIVE ARMS 

I . General 

1. Within the limits of the levels established 
for each Party, launchers for land-based inter- 
continental ballistic missiles (iCBMs) of older types, 
deployed prior to 1964, launchers for ballistic 

• missiles on any nuclear-powered submarines, and 
launchers for modern ballistic missiles on diesel 
submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 
missiles on modern nuclear -powered submarines. 

2. Modern submarine -launched ballistic missiles 
are: for the United States, missiles installed in all 
nuclear-powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union, 
missiles of the type installed in nuclear-powered 
submarines made operational since 1965 /in addition, 
all submarine -launched ballistic missiles first 
tested after 1964 are modern submarine -launched 
ballistic missiles^ 1 

3. ' Launchers for older ballistic missiles on 
diesel submarines may not be used for the replacement 

SECRET 
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purposes provided for in the Protocol to the Interim 
Agreement on Certain Measures with Respect to the 
Limitation of Strategic Offensive .Arms. 

4. Dismantling or destruction of replaced 
launchers shall he initiated no later than the date 
of the beginning of sea trials of a replacement 
submarine. Initiation of any of the actions in 
Section II below shall constitute initiation of 
dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. 
Initiation of any of the actions in Section III 
below shall constitute initiation of dismantling or 

cL 

destruction of/ballistic-missile submarine or 
SLBM launcher. 

5- The beginning of sea trials of a replacement 
ballistic -missile submarine shall be the date on 
which such a submarine first operates under its own 
power away from the harbor or port in which the 
construction or fitting out of the submarine was 
performed. 

/E. Notification of dismantling or destruction 
and replacement activities shall be given through the 
SCO twice annually, reflecting the status as of the 
beginning of each regular session. The notification 
shall c ont ain : 

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 
and for ballistic-missile launchers on 
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older submarines, the number and type 
(silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM launcher, 
or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling 
or destruction is in process and the 
number and type on which dismantling or 
destruction action has been completed 
since the last report in the SCC. 

(b) For replacement SLBM launchers, the 

number which are on submarines that will 
begin sea trials during the next six- 
month period, and the number which are 
on submarines that have begun sea trials 
since the last report in the SCCM/^ 

/S. Notification of completed dismantling of 
ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile launchers on 
replaced submarines shall be given through the Standing 
Consultative Commission twice annually, reflecting the 
status as of the beginning of each regular session of 
the Commission. The notification shall contain 
information for the past six months on the number of 
dismantled ICBM launchers and ballistic-missile 
launchers on replaced submarines, as well as on the 
number of such launchers replaced by launchers on 
modern submarines during that period^y 7 ^ 

. SECRET • 
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7 • Each Party may on a voluntary basis add 
other information to the notifications if it considers 
such information necessary to assure confidence in 
compliance with the obligations assumed unuer the 
Interim Agreement. 

II* Procedures fo r Dismantling or Destruction of Land- 
Based ICEM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 

1. In all cases the following actions shall be 

accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction 

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply 
of missiles and their components, warheads, 
and mobile equipment; 

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all 
erecting and handling equipment, and 

prop ell ant -handling equipment, /located 
at the launch site or associated with it/' - 
/associated with the launcher and located 

O 

at the launch site/ and removal of all 
dismantled equipment from the launch site. 
Launch equipment is understood to be 
systems, components, and instruments 
required to launch a missile. 

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition 
to the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following 
actions shall be performed: 

SECRET 
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(a) /areas of the launch pads centered on the 
launch stand and at least 30 meters In 
diameter/ 1 //Locations of launch device 
emplacement , or launch pads and missile 
launch control posts (bunkers) shall be 
made unusable by dismantling or destruction 

(b) fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled 
and removed from the launch site; 

(c) debris of locations of launch devices or 
launch pads, of missile launch control 
posts (bunkers), and of fuel storage tank 
foundations may be removed, and, after 
six months, the places where they were 
located may be covered with earth. 

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition 
to the actions specified in paragraph 1, the following 
actions shall be performed: 

(a) silo doors, si'lo door rails, exhaust gas 
ducting, launch tubes /silo headworks, 
and launch control bunkers/ 1 shall be 
dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled 
components shall be removed from the 
launch site; 

(b) after the actions provided for in sub- 
paragraph (a) above have been accomplished, 

SECRET 
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the silo shall remain open for a period 
of six months , after which it /shall/ 1 
"be filled with earth; 

ZF* After dismantling or destruction has been 

accomplished in accordance with the above procedures, 

facilities remaining at ICBM launch sites may not be 

used either for storage, support or launch of ICBMs, 

or for storage or support of ICBM-capable launchers, 

but_ may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for 

other purposes not inconsistent with the provisions 

of the Interim Agreement and the Protocol thereto/7 1 

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 

launchers shall be completed no later than four months 

after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 

111 ♦ Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of 

Ballistic -Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers 
Repiaced by New Ballistic -Mis sile "Submarines 
and SLBM Launchers" 

1. The following procedures, from which each 
Party may choose, are acceptable for dismantling or 
destruction of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM 
launchers : 

(a) sinking of the submarine with its launchers 
in international waters of at least 2000 
meters depth. /When this procedure for 
ballistic -missile submarine destruction 

SECRET 
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is chosen j notification of the time and 
location of the planned destruction shall 
he given to the other side at least one 
month prior to the planned destruction/ 7 ^; 

(b) scrapping the submarine and its launchers 
in the open /Tn predesigna,ted shipyards_7^ 
Scrapping shall involve extensive 
disassembly; 

(c) removing the submarine's missile section 
in the open /jin predesignafced shipyards/ 7 ^ 

/Jd) removal of the launch tubes or cutting off 
the upper part of the tubes together with 
the superstructure above themj 
/X e ) for "H-Class" submarines the following 

procedures will apply: removal of launch 
tubes in the open in predesignated ship- 
yards*. The shipyards to be used for 
ballistic -missile submarine dismantling 
shall be agreed between the Parties. 

(1) That entire part of the superstructure 
(including the fairwater) and outer 
hull above the missile compartment 
of the submarine will be removed. 


SECRET 
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(2) That section of the missile compart- 
ment pressure hull (hull crown plating 
and frame segments) which contains 
all of the hull penetrations for the 
missile launch tubes, as well as the 
missile launch tubes will be removed. 

( 3 ) The pressure hull and outer hull may 
then be restored only by welaing into 
place new sections without launch 
tube penetrations . 

( 4 ) No superstructure or fairwater will 
be replaced over the section of the 
submarine from which the launch tubes 
have been removed^ 1 

2. Any of, the foregoing actions shall be completed 
no later than six months after the replacement sub- 
marine begins sea trials. 

3 . Under any dismantling option, launch-tube 
hatches shall be left open throughout the entire period 
of* dismantling, and missiles and missile-launching 
equipment shall be removed. 

IY. Procedures for Replacemen t of a Ballistic -Missile 
Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 

In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine 
is lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a 

SECRET 
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submarine may be replaced by another ballistic - 
missile submarine in accordance with the following: 

(a) notification of the loss or disablement 
shal] be made to the other Party, through 
the Standing Consultative Commission ; 

(b) the number of launchers on the replacement 
ballistic -missile submarine shall not 
cause the total number of launchers to 
exceed that authorized in the Interim 
Agreement and the Protocol thereto; 

(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine 
shall be dismantled or destroyed in 
accordance with Section III of these 
Procedures . 


SECRET 
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MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION 
U.S. STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
GENEVA, SWITZERLAND 


DATE: April 5, 1974 
TIME: 1100 to 1315 

place: Soviet Mission, Geneva 
SUBJECT: Meeting of Editorial Review Group 


PARTICIPANTS: US 


USSR 


Col. C. G. FitzGerald 
LTC I' 1 . P. DeSimone 
Mr. P. Afanasenko 
(Interpreter) 


Mr. A. S. Yereskovsky 
Capt. Ye. G. Korobchenko 
Mr. Ye. N. Kochetkov 
(Interpreter) 


The Editorial Review Group met for the first time to begin 
work on the nonsubstantive changes to the unbracketed portions 
of the November 1 6 , 1973 Joint Draft Texts, which the US Com- 
ponent of the SCC wanted to propose based on the review of those 
texts performed in Washington during the recess between SCC -II 
and SCC-III. 

FitzGerald explained the background and purposes of the 
various changes the US side intended to propose, emphasizing 
the same points made by Graybeal to Ustinov when it was decided 
to go ahead with this work. He pointed out that it was considered 
important that SCC work continue at this time, and said that 
doing this "editorial" work now would no doubt save a great deal 
of time later on in this SCC session. He explained that the 
JDTs had been reviewed by various experts in Washington, includ- 
ing legal advisors, and that many comments and suggestions had 
been made which were intended to improve the accuracy, com- 
pleteness, and clarity of the JDTs. He then reviewed the various 
kinds of changes which he intended to suggest. These included 
some changes which would put the JDTs into better treaty-type 
language; we were already aware of the need for certain of these 
when we completed work on the JDTs at the end of SCC-II. Some 
changes would affect the English text only, in order to conform 
the Russian and English texts more closely. Other changes were 
simply intended to improve the English syntax, either from the 
legal point of view or for editorial reasons only. FitzGerald 
remarked again that the US side considered all of these changes 
nonsubstantive, even though in certain cases a change to the 
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Russian language text might be required. He wanted to make it 
clear again that there was no intention on the US side to change 
the substantive meaning of any of the language which had already 
been preliminarily agreed by Commissioners on November 1 6 , 1973. 

He also noted that, although we were not yet addressing any 
bracketed paragraphs, we had included in the working document 
prepared for today's meeting paragraphs which had brackets 
within them, in cases where the agreed portions of those para- 
graphs, in our view, needed some nonsubstantive revision. He 
emphasized to the Soviet participants that any problem whatsoever 
they had with our approach on the specific changes we were sug- 
gesting should be fully and frankly discussed. The purpose of 
this work was to make the JDTs better; we wanted to do this in 
a spirit of mutual cooperation and not create any new problems. 

Yereskovsky indicated that the Soviet side understood all 
that FitzGerald had said and that the approach being taken 
presented no particular problems. 

FitzGerald then provided the Soviet participants with 
copies of both the Offensive Arms and ABM JDTs which reflected 
all of the US-suggested changes, as well as an unofficial trans- 
lation into Russian of both documents (see Attachment No. 1 for 
the English language texts, and Attachment No. 2 for copies of the 
November l6, 1973 JDTs y/ith the suggested changes marked in). 

The US participants then proceeded to go through the docu- 
ments, identifying the proposed changes and explaining the reasons 
for them as necessary. Due to the slow nature of this process, 
it was decided to work only on the Protocols today, leaving the 
Procedures for a follow-on meeting. In general, the Soviet 
participants appeared to be intent bn simply listening; discussion 
across the table was limited to questions and answers for clari- 
fication, and some limited discussion of the effect of certain 
changes on the text. Korobchenko initiated a good bit of internal 
discussion on the Soviet side; Yereskovsky made a point of not 
allowing this to become joint discussion, across the table, of 
reactions to the US suggestions. 

There was, however, some preliminary reaction discernible 
on certain points. Specifically, the change in the 5th line of 
the preambular language in the Offensive Arms Protocol appeared 
to give the Soviets some trouble, apparently based on both a 
possible Russian language problem and a possible ambiguity con- 
cerning what would be meant when the phrase "the Interim Agree- 
ment" was used throughout the document. The US participants 
made it clear that the suggested change was designed to improve 
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c lari t-y, 

reactions 

"fixes." 


not reduce it, and that we would be responsive to the 
of the Soviet side, including possible alternative 


The Soviet participants appeared to have no trouble with 
the proposed change in the 7th line of the preambular language 
and seemed unopposed to it and other changes which were intended 
to make it clear that Protocol and Procedures were a single 
document. Nevertheless, the suggested fix to the penultimate 
paragraph of the Protocol-concerning amendments --seemed to be 
a problem, primarily due to the rendering into Russian, which 
might appear to separate the Protocols and Procedures rather than 
draw them more closely together into a single document. The 
possibilities, of alternative fixes were discussed, including that 
of explicitly stating that the Protocol and "attached procedures" 
form a single, integral document. The September 30, 1971 Agreement 
on Measures to Improve the Direct Communications Link was cited 
as containing a precedent for such a solution. 

Other suggested changes, not noted above, were discussed and 
tied to the applicable legal and editorial reasons. Yereskovsky 
took copious notes in order to be able to properly consider them 
and provide some reaction from the Soviet side as soon as possible. 

The next meeting was scheduled for April 9, 1974, at which 
time the suggested changes to the Offensive Arms and ABM Procedures 
could be discussed. 


Attachments ; 

1. US Working Document 

2. JDTs, November 1 6 , 1973 


SCO : FPDe^Simone :bd 
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U.S. Working Document 
April 5, 1974 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

Pursuant to, and in implementation of, the provisions 
of the Interim Agreement between the United States of America 
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain 
Measures with Respect to the Limitation of Strategic 
Offensive Arms, of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, 
and the related Agreed Statements, hereinafter referred 
to as the Interim Agreement, the Parties thereto have within 
the framework of the Standing Consultative Commission 
agreed on the attached procedures governing replacement, 
dismantling or destruction, and notification thereof, for 
strategic offensive arms limited by the Interim Agreement. 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 
guidelines : 

1. The attached procedures shall apply only to systems 
to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed pursuant to the 
Interim Agreement] 
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2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) launchers or submarine-launched ballistic 
missile (SLBM) launchers and ballistic-missile submarines 
shall be on the basis of Articles III and IY of the Interim 
Agreement, the Protocol thereto, and applicable Agreed 
Statements; 

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM 
launchers and associated facilities and for SLBM launchers 
and ballistic -missile submarines shall ensure that they would 
be put in a condition that’ precludes the possibility of 
their use for launching ICBMs or SLBMs , respectively; shall 
ensure that reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed 
would be detectable by national technical means; shall be 
such that reactivation time of these units would not be 
substantially less than the time required for new construction; 
and shall preclude unreasonable delays in dismantling or 
destruction; 

k. Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 
formulated separately for soft and for silo land-based 
ICBM launchers as well as for SLBM launchers and ballistic- 
missile submarines; 

5. Replacement and dismantling or destruction pro- 
cedures shall ensure that adequate verification can be 
accomplished by national technical means in accordance with 

Article V of the Interim Agreement; 
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6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with 
the attached procedures* facilities remaining at land-based 
ICBM launch sites * and submarines, may, at the discretion of 
the Parties* be used for purposes not inconsistent 

with the Interim Agreement; 

7. (Paragraph 7 is not yet agreed) 


8. The number of replacement, ballistic-missile sub- 
marines which are under construction simultaneously shall 
not exceed a number consistent with a normal construction 
schedule. A normal construction schedule is understood to 
be one consistent with the past or present construction 
practices of each Party. 

This Protocol* including its Attachment* shall 
enter into force upon signature and remain in force for 
the duration of the Interim Agreement and may be amended 
by the Standing Consultative Commission (SCC) as it deems 
appropriate. 
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Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each 

in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 
authentic . 


Commissioner, 
United States of 
America 


Commissioner, 

Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics 


SECRET 
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ATTACHMEN T 

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


I , General 

1. Within the limits of the levels established for 

each Party, launchers for land-based intercontinental ballistic 

missiles . (ICBMs ) of older types, deployed prior to 1964, 

launchers for ballistic missiles on any nuclear -powered 

submarines, and launchers for modern ballistic missiles on 

diesel submarines may be replaced by launchers for ballistic 

missiles on modern nuclear-powered submarines. Modern 

submarine -launched ballistic missiles are: for the United 

States, missiles installed in all nuclear-powered submarines; 

and for the Soviet Union, missiles of the type which are 

deployed on nuclear-powered submarines made operational since 

1965. /Tn addition, all submarine -launched ballistic 

missiles first tested after 1964 are modern submarine- 

1 / 

launched ballistic missiles^/ 

2. Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel 
submarines may not be used for the replacement purposes 
provided for in the Protocol to the Interim Agreement. 

3. Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers 
shall be initiated no later than the date of the beginning 

T7 Proposed by~ the U.S. side. 
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of sea trials of a replacement submarine. Initiation of any 
of the actions in Section II below shall constitute 
initiation of dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. 
Initiation of any of the actions in Section III below shall 
constitute initiation of dismantling or destruction of an 
SLBM launcher or ballistic-missile submarine. 

4. The date of the beginning of sea trials of a replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall be the date on which such 

a submarine first operates under its own power away from 
the harbor or port in which the construction or fitting out 
of the submarine was performed. 

5. (Paragraph 5 is not yet agreed) 
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6. Each Party may on a voluntary basis add other 
information to the notifications if it considers such 
information necessary to assure confidence in compliance 
with the obligations assumed under the Interim Agreement. 
II. Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land- 
Based ICBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 
1. In all cases the following actions shall be 
accomplished in carrying out dismantling or destruction: 

(a) removal from the launch site of the supply of 
missiles and their components, war- 
heads , and mobile equipment ; 

(b) dismantling of fixed launch equipment,, all 

erecting and handling equipment, and propellan 

handling equipment , /located at the launch 

1 / 

site or associated with it/ r /associated 
with the launcher and located at the launch 


2 / 

site/ and removal of all dismantled 

equipment from the launch site. Launch equip- 
ment is understood to be systems, components, 
and instruments required to launch a 
missile . 


(Paragraphs 2-4 are not yet agreed) 
“5/ Proposed by the Soviet side. 
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5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM 
launchers shall be completed no later than four months 
after the replacement submarine begins sea trials. 

111 • Procedures for Dismantling or Destruction of Ballistic- 
Mi oS.i.le Submarines and SLBM Launchers Replaced by New 
Ballistic-Missile Submarines and SLBM Launchers 
1* , 'P* ie following procedures , from which each Party- 
may choose, are acceptable for dismantling or destruction 
of ballistic-missile submarines and SLBM launchers: 

(Sub -paragraphs (a) - (e) are not yet agreed) 


2. Dismantling or destruction actions shall be 
completed no later than six months after the replacement 
submarine begins sea trials. 

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches 
shall be left open throughout the entire period of dismantling 
and missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be 
removed. 

Iv - Procedures for Replacement of a Ballistic-Missile 
Submarine Lost at Sea or Disabled Beyond Repair 
In the event that a ballistic-missile submarine is 
lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine 
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may be replaced by another ballistic -missile submarine 
in accordance with the following: 

(a) notification of the loss or disablement shall 
be made to the other Party through the SCC; 

(b) the number of launchers on the replacement 
ballistic-missile submarine shall not cause 
the total number of launchers to exceed that 
authorized in the Interim Agreement; and 

(c) the disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall 
be dismantled or destroyed in accordance with 
Section III of these Procedures. 

w 


I 


I 

! 



% J 
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Attachment No. 1 

U.S. Working Document 
April 1974 


STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 
PROTOCOL 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT , DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 
AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR 

COMPONENTS 

Pursuant to, and in implementation of, the provisions 
of the Treaty between the United States of America and 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of 

Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, and the 

/ 

related Agreed Statements, hereinafter referred to as the 
Treaty, the Parties thereto have within the framework of 
the Standing Consultative Commission agreed on the attached 
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, 
and notification thereof, for ABM systems and their com- 
ponents limited by the Treaty, 

The Parties have also agreed on the following general 

guidelines : 

1. The attached procedures shall apply only to systems 
or their components to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed 
pursuant to the Treaty; 
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3 . 

Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers shall 
be initiated no later than the date of the beginning of sea trials 
of a replacement submarine, fokej ^initiation of any of the actions 
in Section II below shall initiation of 

dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. fo+e?-initiation 
of any of the actions in Section III below shall [be conoidor ^d—te 

the] initiatio:a of dismantling or destrtiction of an SLBM launcher^ <s 

loaSlirUz.- frvw>si'(e Si*Jb rvu^rme , 
r s_ oUc(«, H-he 

T; r&7-| The.beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic- 

C J A ske.lt — 

missile submarine r e r nsivfere d- -t^ be the date on which such a 

submarine first operates under its own power away from the harbor 

or port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine 

/ 

was performed, 

_ 5-. 

L#r Notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement 
activities shall be given through the SCC twice annually, reflecting 
the status as of the beginning of each regular session. The 
notification shall contain: 

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 and for 

ballistic missile launchers on older submarines, 

* 

the number and type (silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM 
launcher, or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling or 
destruction is in process and the number and type 
on which dismantling or destruction action has been 
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5* -^©pl cicement and dismantling or destruction pro- 

cedures shall ensure that adequate verification can be 
accomplished by national technical means in accordance with 
Article XII of the Treaty; 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance 
with the attached procedures, facilities remaining 
at ABM launch or ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of 
the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent 
with the Treaty; and 

(Paragraph 7 is not yet agreed) 


This Protocol, including its Attachment, shall 
enter into force upon signature and remain in force for 
the duration of the Treaty and may be amended by the 
Standing Consultative Commission (SCC) as it deems appropriate. 

Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each 

in the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 
authentic . 


Commissioner, Commissioner, 

United States of Union of Soviet Socialist 
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ATTACHMENT 

STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 
NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

I . Excess ABM Launchers at Test Ranges 

1. Above-ground launchers and associated equipment 
shall be removed from the sites, and the entire part of the 
launch pad containing the launcher mount and reinforcements 
shall be dismantled or destroyed. Launch-pad debris may 

be removed and after six months the location covered with 
earth. 

2. Silo launchers shall be made unusable by dismantling 

1 

or destruction of their above-ground structures /and/ 

2 “ “ 

/or/ headwords and removal of launcher rails. Silo- 

launcher debris may be removed and after six months the 

silos shall be filled with earth. 

3. The dismantling or destruction actions described 
in paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be completed no later than 
three months after their initiation. 

4 . Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed 
ABM launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of 

the Parties, be used for purposes not inconsistent 
with the Treaty. 

(Paragraph 5 is not yet agreed) 
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II. ABM Facilities at Malmstrom 

1. Metal reinforcing rods on radar buildings 
shall be cut off. 

2. Radar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their present un- 
completed state for six months after which they may be 
covered with earth. 

3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for 
which only foundations had been completed shall be covered 
with earth. 

4. Earth grading of the entire area shall be accom- 
plished and construction materials removed. 

5. Dismantling or destruction activities shall be initiated 
no later than six months after agreement by the SCC on these 
procedures . 

6. Notification that the above activities have been 
completed shall be given through the SCC. 
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Attachment No. 2 


(J.S. UJorfctV^ f}oco^evi' 


Arpn’f £, 1^74- 


Joir.t Draft 


Pre limine 


Lv Agreed 


by CpwtrTrssionp.rs 


.November 16, 1973 


STANDI NG CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 

) QMd m of. 

Pursuant to^the provisions of the Interim Agreement between 
the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist 


Republics on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limitation of 
Strategic Offensive Arms, of May 26, 1972, the Protocol thereto, 

refected he.rej'*<*.ffer r«-f*-rreaf. ps ovj rt\<L 

and the^Agreed S t a t emen t s ^eg- a rd i ng - - t h a fe-Ag-y o amatuj , the Parties" ^ 

thereto haveu within the framework- of the Standing Consultative 

on 

Commission^ agreed j- w p o a - ?-—***■ 1 1 > o -jwa aj attached^ procedures 
governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, and 

notification thereof, for strategic offensive arms limited by 

tVie. 

JthatJ Interim Agreement. 


The Parties have also 
general guidelines: 


OKU 


agreed - to be g ui - 4ttd - 4?yl the 


following 
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1. The attached cedures shall apply only to systems to 

” pM^rju. jQkAvt '’fo 
be replaced and dismantled or destroyed funder the provisions of 

the a foremen tionedj Interim Agreement; 

2. Any replacement of intercontinental ballistic missile 
(ICBM) launchers or submarine- launched ballistic missile (SLBM) 
launchers and ballistic-missile submarines shall be on the basis 
of Articles III and IV of the Interim Agreement, the Protocol 
thereto, and applicable Agreed Statements; 

3. Dismantling or destruction procedures for ICBM launchers 

and associated facilities and for SLBM launchers and ballistic- 

missile submarines shall ensure that they would be put in a 

/ 

condition that precludes the possibility of their use for 
launching- I CBMs or SLBMs , respectively; shall ensure that 

reactivation of units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable 
by national technical means; shall be such that reactivation time 

of these units would not be substantially less than the time 

* 

> 

required for new construction^ and shall preclude unreasonable 
delays in dismantling or destruction ; 


H 


4. , Dismantling or destruction procedures shall be 

rmvjJcMecl 

0onoi-dor-ed j separately for soft and for silo land-based ICBM 
launchers as well as for SLBM launchers and ballistic-missile 
submarines ; 
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5, Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by 
national technical means in accordance with Article V of the 
Interim Agreement; 


6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with the 
attached ^ocedures , facilities remaining at land-based I CBM 

launch sites, and jthej submarines , may, at the discretion of the 

fW'ff’e-s 

0 1 ek 0jbe used for {other| purposes not inconsistent with the 
jpi-e - ^oionc o - f Interim Agreement 


Jl , Through timely and appropriate procedures, the Parties 
shall notify each other of the number and cype of launchers being 
dismantled or destroyed and the number of replacement launchers; 
and/*** 


jj . Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall 
notify each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed 
launchers and the number of such launchers used for replacement; 
and/^ 


Proposed by U.S. side. 
Proposed by Soviet side. 
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8. The number of replacement ballisti c-mi ssile submarines 
which are under construction simultaneously shall not exceed a 
number consistent with a normal construction schedule, A normal 
construction schedule is understood to be one consistent with 

Pa-rtw 

„ X t j "7 


past or present construction practices^ 

J Affwfewwvt Vrfle force, 

This Pro tocol^Hft-d — fche- - at - tn c h g d Proc fre h r ^cj shall^remain in 

force for the duration of the Interim Agreement and may be 

C^cc) 

amended by the Standing Consultative Commission. as it deems 

A 

appropriate . 


Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each in 

the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 
authentic. 


Commissioner, 
United States of 
America 


Commissioner, 

Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 
NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS 


I. General 


eouci% 


1, Within the limits of the levels established for] 

latMAoU^rs 'fotr ♦kXxxi'fti CtcSM*) 

a land-based intercontinental ballistic 09 4 1 e — (4-G&H-) — of 

^ |a.u^\cX\er-JT £c*r ^ J 


on 


f 0 * 

older typeSj deployed prior to 1964, ^ballistic missile; 

l<XUA\ot\e^rr 'P 3r 

any nuclear-powered submarines, and .modern ballistic missiles 1 

r - (<a.tov\c -pjr 

| l oun oher -aj on diesel submarines may be replaced by^ballistic missiles 

jj bmffleh ' G ysj on modern nuclear-powered submarines 

Modern submarine- launched ballistic missiles are ^ wndo r Gt -T»c-ch 
- t - o—b *j: for the United States, missiles installed in all nuclear- 

powered submarines; and for the Soviet Union, missiles of the type 

o\fa,'cU 


\cU ow-t on 

[in o fe a Hr d- itt j nuclear-powered submarines 




operational 

since 1965. _/In addition, all submarine- launched ballistic missiles 
first tested after 1964 are modern submarine- launched ballistic 
missiles,/'*' 

z. 

Launchers for older ballistic missiles on diesel submarines 
may not be used for the replacement purposes provided for in the 
Protocol to the Interim Agreement rt aJu 

ferr et he farmrfrt 
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3. 


Dismantling or destruction of replaced launchers shall 
be initiated no later than the date of the beginning of sea trials 
of a replacement submarine* ^initiation of any of the actions 

in Section II below shall b -gr - the ] Initiation of 

dismantling or destruction of an ICBM launcher. initiation 

= oo^rK’fu.fe. 

of any of the actions in Section III below shall [ b e conoidc -sr&4— t.e 


-te. fehej initiation of dismantling or destruction of an SLBM launcher^ 

loo-iUs- h'c- rvU'Tsi’fe ^ujbt^xrme . 

. eUoft. ©{ 'Hoe 

•+-. The^beginning of sea trials of a replacement ballistic - 

missile submarine J grs- ronsifercd - t -e[ be the date on which such a 
submarine first operates under its own power away from the harbor 

or port in which the construction or fitting out of the submarine 

/ 

was performed. 


<sr 


_ £. 

L&r Notification of dismantling or destruction and replacement 
activities shall be given through the SCC twice annually, reflecting 
the status as of the beginning of each regular session. The 
notification shall contain: 

(a) For ICBM launchers deployed prior to 1964 and for 

ballistic missile launchers on older submarines, 

* 

the number and type (silo ICBM launcher, soft ICBM 
launcher, or SLBM launcher) on which dismantling or 
destruction is in process and the number and type 
on which dismantling or destruction action has been 
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(b) For replacement SLBM launchers , the number which are 
on submarines that will begin sea trials during the 
next six-month period, and the number which are on 
submarines that have begun sea trials since the 
last report in the SCc/? 1 

A&'f Notification of completed dismantling of ICBM launchers 
and ballistic missile launchers on replaced submarines shall be 
given through the Standing Consultative Commission twice annually, 
reflecting the status as of the beginning of each regular session 
of the Commission. The notification shall contain information for 
the past six months on the number of dismantled ICBM launchers and 
ballistic missile launchers on replaced submarines, as well as on 
the number of such launchers replaced by launchers on modern 
submarines during that period. /“ 

C . Rxr"f\j 

£?-r| Each may on a voluntary basis add other information 

to the notifications if it considers such information necessary to 
assure confidence in compliance with the obligations assumed under 
the Interim Agreement. 
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11 . Proc edures for Dismantling or Destruction of Land-Based 
I CBM Launchers Replaced by SLBM Launchers 

1* In cases the following actions shall be^» crfor m&dj in 
carrying out dismantling or destruction; 

(a) Removal from the launch cite of the supply of 

missiles and their components, warheads, and mobile 
equipment ; 

(b) ^dismantling of fixed launch equipment, all erecting 

and handling equipment, and propellant-handling 

equipment, /located at the launch site or associated 

with it/ /associated with the launcher and located 

~2 

at the launch site/ and removal of all dismantled 
equipment from the launch site. Launch equipment is 
understood to be systems, components, and instruments 
required to launch a missile, 

2. In the case of soft launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall be 
performed: 

(a) /Areas of the launch pads centered on the launch 

stand and at least 30 meters in diameter/ 1 /Locations 

o 

of launch device emplacement, or launch pads/ and 

Approved For 
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0 J ) Fuel storage tanks shall be dismantled and removed 
from the launch site; 

(c) Debris of locations of launch devices or launch pads, 
of missile launch control posts (bunkers), and of 
fuel storage tank foundations may be removed, and, 
after six months, the places where thej r were located 
may be covered with earth. 

A 

3. In the case of silo launch sites, in addition to the 
actions specified in paragraph 1, the following actions shall be 
performed: 

✓ 

(a) Silo doors, silo door rails, exhaust gas ducting, 
launch tubes /silo headworks, and launch control 
bunkers/ shall be dismantled or destroyed. Dismantled 
components shall be removed from the launch site. 

(b) After the actions provided for in sub-paragraph (a) 

above have been accomplished, the silo shall remain 

open for a period of six months, after which it 
_ -1 _ _ 2 

/shall/ /maj^/ be filled with earth. 


SECRET 
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M. After dismantling or destruction has been accomplished 
m accordance with the above procedures, facilities remaining at 
ICBM launch sites may not be used either for storage, support or 
launch of ICBMs, or for storage or support of ICBM- capable launchers, 
but may, at the discretion of the sides, be used for other purposes 
not inconsistent with the provisions of the Interim Agreement and 
the Protocol thereto^? 1 

5. Dismantling or destruction of replaced ICBM launchers 
shall be completed no later than four months after the replacement 
submarine begins sea trials. 
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III. Pro cedures for Dismantlin g or Destruction o£ B allisti c - 
]j/ssil e Submarine? and SL BM Launchers Replaced by New 
Ballistic-Missile Submariner, and SLBM La uncher s 

R?.rfy 

1. The following procedures, from which each gnwiej may choose 
are acceptable for dismantling or destruction of ballistic-missile 
submarines and SLBM launchers: 

(a) Sinking of the submarine with its launchers in 
international waters of at least 2000 meters depth. A?hen 
this procedure for ballistic missile submarine destruction is 
chosen, notification of the time and location of the planned 
destruction shall be given to the other side at least one 
month prior to the planned destruction/; 

(b) Scrapping the submarine and its launchers in the 
open/in predesignated shipyard_s7} Scrapping shall involve 
extensive disassembly; 

(c) Removing the submarine's missile section in the 
open/in predesignated shipyards/* 

/(d) Removal of the launch tubes or cutting off the 

upper part of the tubes together wrth the superstructure 

-2 

above them// 


SECRET 
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_/(c;) For "H-Class" submarines the following procedures will 
apply: removal of launch tubes in the open in 

predesignated shipyards. The shipyards to be used 
for ballistic missile submarine dismantling shall 
be agreed between the Parties. 

(1) That entire part of the superstructure (including 
the fairwater) and outer hull above the missile 
compartment of the submarine will be removed. 

(2) That section of the missile compartment pressure 
hull (hull crown plating and frame segments) which 
contains all of the hull penetrations for the 
missile launch tubes, as well as the missile 
launch tubes will be removed. 

(3) The pressure huli and outer hull may then be 
restored only by welding into place new sections 
without launch tube penetrations. 

(4) No superstructure or fairwater will be replaced 
over the section of the submarine from which 
the launch tubes have been removed^/ 

SECRET 
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2. j-JSaeh-of^her-rweBO±t»8[ actions shall bo feecoTOplisinj | no 
later than six months after the replacement submarine begins 
sea trials, 

3. Under any dismantling option, launch-tube hatches shall 
be lefr open throughout ' the entire period of dismantling, and 
missiles and missile-launching equipment shall be removed. 


t 
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XV. Procedures for Rep l ace ment: of a Ballistic -Missile Subma rine 
Lost at Sea o r Disable d Beyond Rep air 

In the event that a ballisti c-mi ssile submai'inc i s c c i -d-en-ta 
lost at sea or disabled beyond repair, such a submarine may be 

bedi* sfic - pAifri i z 

replaced by another. submarine in accordance with the following: 

(a) Notification of the loss or disablement shall be made 

r Psurta -Hwounte iine. See • 

to the other j o rir de. ; j f f * 

(b) number of launchers on the replacement ballistic^. 

of loJJA^cJn s 

missile submarine shall not cause the total.to exceed 

A 

that authorized in the Interim Agreementj and Jthe 
Fi ' irhjiol thereto jfj 

< c >H disabled ballistic-missile submarine shall be 

dismantled or destroyed in accordance with Section III of 
these Procedures. 
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STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 


PROTOCOL 


PROCEDURES GOVERNING REPLACEMENT, DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, AND 

NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND THEIR COMPONENTS 

>OA f <L (V\ tVv\.jj I e*v\e«vfoii’ o ^ <&■/, 

Pursuant teethe provisions of the Treaty between the United 

States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 

the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems of May 26, 1972, 
rviatzJ. Iner^Vvcuf r*jft,rnJ +o cur 

and the^Agreed Statements ^gtrntmg-. i:hat -T -re^fej, the Parties r 

thereto hav^within the framework of the Standing Consultative 

OV\ TKe 

Commission^ agreed attached^, procedures 

governing replacement, dismantling or destruction, and 

notification thereof , for ABM systems and their components 

tKc 

limited by ^» h a tj Treaty. 

OVA 

The Parties have also agreed |t-o bo g w id ad— fe y j the following 
general guidelines: 

1. The attached ^Procedures shall apply only to systems or 
^COTnponent s to be replaced and dismantled or destroyed 
^ ■ e- p rovi -e iono of the - a fe - r - e w te n t-iort e d ^ Treaty; 
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2, Any replacement* of ABM systems or their components shall 
be on the basis of Article VII of t h e Treaty and 
applicable Agreed Statements; dismantling or destruction of ABM 
systems or their components in excess q f the numbers or outside 
the areas specified by the Treaty shall be on the basis of 
Article VIII of the and applicable Agreed 
Statements ; 

3* Dismantling or destruction procedures for ABM systems or 
their c omp o n en t " g e - kitcd -t er " tmpl un ion t a irhrrrx^ 

Article VII regarding replacement of these systems or their 
components and Article VIII of the j a^orcnent ionc -dj Treat\^j shall 
ensure that these systems or their components and facilities 
associated with those components (except for facilities at test 
ranges) would be put in a condition that precludes the possibility 
of their use for ABM purposes; shall ensure that reactivation of 
units dismantled or destroyed would be detectable by national 
technical means; shall be such that reactivation time of these 

units would not be substantially less than the time required for 

i 

nev? construction^ and shall preclude unreasonable delays in 
dismantling or destruction; 


4. Replacement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall be^ ono - i r 4 e rQd | separately for above-ground and silo ABM 
launchers and for ABM radars; 
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5, Kep la cement and dismantling or destruction procedures 
shall ensure that adequate verification can be accomplished by- 
national technical means in accordance with Article XII of the 

^■ f o Trea t}^ ; 

6. After dismantling or destruction in accordance with the 

attached procedures, facilities remaining at ABM launch 

ABM radar sites may, at the discretion of the Parties, be used for 


fe ' thcr j purposes not inconsistent with f h? jj-revioiona of- the 
«fcrrciue.iffei©«a^ Treaty [m >d -- appM-e -? rb I c - A-g - r e e d-St a t orncn^ ; and 


jl . Through timely and appropriate procedures, the Parties 
shall notify each other of the number and type (above-ground or 
silo) of ABM launchers and the number of ABM radars being 
dismantled or destroyed, and the number of replacement ABM 
launchers and ABM radars.?’*’ 


Jl . Through appropriate procedures, the Parties shall notify 
each other of the number of dismantled or destroyed ABM launchers 
and ABM radars, and the number of ABM launchers and ABM radars 


used for replacement^/ 


-2 


1 Proposed by U.S. side. 

2 

Proposed by Soviet side. 
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(<nc(U-ct(V\A i’f-T Aff A-l\sdA C/wOffcr- |V\AO lM?ervt 
J ^ r _ jra^iwc 

This P ro tocol^and | - fc - h o g - H r ? i ^ a - h c 4 P ro c^Uir *> £ ■--■ s he IT j - - - ^ 

force for the duration of the! 


remain in 


4oWl Treaty and may be 

dec ) 

amended by the Standing Consultative Commission* as it deems 

A 

appropriate. 


Done at Geneva on , in two copies, each in 

the English and Russian languages, both texts being equally 
authentic. 


Commissioner, 
United States of 
America 


Commissioner, 

Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics 
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PROCEDURES GOVERNING DISMANTLING OR DESTRUCTION, 

AND NOTIFICATION THEREOF, FOR ABM SYSTEMS AND TIIEIR COMPONENTS 


I * Excess ABM Launchers a t: Te s t Ra n ge s 


1. Above-ground launchers and associated equipment shall be 
removed from the sites, and the entire part of the launch pad 
containing the launcher mount and reinforcements shall be 
dismantled or destroyed. Laun ch-pa d debris may be removed and 
after six months the location covered with earth. 


Silo launchers shall be made unusable by dismantling or 
destruction of their above-ground structures /and/^ /or 7 ^ head- 
works and removal of launcher rails. Silo-launcher debris may be 

•Stall 

removed and after six months the silos|-wi-Hj be filled with earth. 


3. The dismantling or destruction actions described in 

11 no later thazi three 


paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be 
months after their initiation. 


4. Facilities associated with dismantled or destroyed ABM 
launchers at test ranges may, at the discretion of the be 
used for purposes not inconsistent with fhoj^proyiciona of the ] 
Treaty tho .Limitation of s Lunin™ — and — appr Hre a fe - 1 o A g f - gc d- 
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5. Notification the /activities provided for in 
paragraphs 1 and 2 that are in process and that have been 
complete// /completion of the activities provided for in 
paragraphs 1 and 2/ 2 shall be given through the Standing 
Consultative Commission twice annually reflecting the status as 
of the beginning of each regular session of the Commission, 

• AEM Facilities at Malmn t r orn 

1. Metal reinforcing rods on04n0 radar buildings shall be 
cut off. 


2. ^HwreeJ^adar buildings for which wall construction had 
commenced shall be left uncovered in their present uncompleted 
state for six months after which they may be covered with earth 


3. Launcher facilities and radar buildings for which 

only foundations had been completed shall be covered with earth, 

4. Earth grading of the entire area shall be accomplished 
and construction materials 0ri raU-b j removed. 

or 

5. Dismant linguae tivi ties shall be initiated no later than 

3*CC 

six months after agreement by thefit^mdiu* 
procedures , 


on 



6. Notification that the above activities have been completed 

_ X CC 

shall be given through the {fifrwtdins Conoulmt-ir 
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US/USSR STANDING CONSULTATIVE COMMISSION 

Meeting, April 2, 1974 
US Mission, Geneva 


Persons Pres e n t 

Mr . Graybeal 

Brig. Gen. Georgi 

Col. C. G. FitzGerald 

Mr. Anderson 

Lt. Col. Bartos 

Lt. Col. DeSimone 

Mr . Long 

Lt. Cdr. Martin 

Lt. Col. Pettyjohn 

Mr. Afanasenko (Interpreter) 

Mr. Arensburger (Interpreter) 


Brig. Gen. Ustinov 
Mr. Karpov 
Mr. Yereskovsky 
Col. Starodubov 
Capt. Mazerkin 
Col, Belyanin 
Capt. Kuznetsov 
Mr. Sazonov 

Mr. Kochetkov (Interpreter) 
Mr. Marchuk (Interpreter) 
Capt. Korobchenko (Military 
Interpreter) 


Commissioner Graybeal declared the third session of the 
SCC open at ll:00 a . m . , welcoming General Ustinov and the members 
of the Soviet Component of the SCC to our new facilities. He 
explained that the new building we were in would be the working 
location of the US Component of the SCC as well as the US SALT 
Delegation, and that the conference room would be used by both 
delegations. He sa.id it was his pleasure to open the first 
official meeting for which this beautiful new conference room 
had been used. Graybeal then introduced all of those present 
on the US side, and gave the floor to Ustinov. 

General Ustinov delivered a prepared statement expressing 
his pleasure at being back at work with the SCC in Geneva, 
introducing the members of the Soviet SCC Component, and 
briefly summarizing the basic positions of the Soviet side 
( At tac lenient No . 1 ) . 


SECRE T/EXPIS 

Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435A000400010001-2 



Approved For Release 2004/01/21 : CIA-RDP80T00435^gp0400010001-2 


SECRET/EXDI 


C* 

kb 


- 2 - 


Mr. Graybeal thanked Ustinov and said that his statement 
would be given careful study. He then delivered his own prepared 
statement (Attachment No. 2). In response to several points in 
Ustinov's statement, Graybeal inserted the following points as 
noted: 

At the end of Section II, he added: "in this connection, 
noting the remarks you made in your statement, I woiild like to 
re-emphasize that the US side considers cost to be a secondary 
consideration in connection with the procedures we are working 
out, compared to the objective of achieving mutually agreed pro- 
cedures which meet the security interests of both sides as well 
as the various agreed criteria we have set forth." 

At the end of Section III, he said: "I would also note that 
you referred in your statement to the connection between verifica- 
tion by national technical means and the lack of any need to 
include prior notification measures in the agreed procedures. 

I believe there is mutual agreement, as noted in my November 16, 
1973 statement, that prior notification is not, I repeat not, 
required for adequate verification. I believe there is agree- 
ment on this point, and I would note that this does not address 
the essence of the US proposals on prior notification. " 

As an introduction to the final sentence of his statement 
he said, "I also share the belief you expressed that we have 
established a tradition of proceeding in a direct, frank, and 
businesslike manner, and I believe that this has contributed 
significantly to the success we have achieved to date. I also 
believe that ..." 

Mr. Graybeal said that concluded his remarks at this 
opening meeting of the third SCO session, and asked whether 
the Soviet side had any further considerations to present. 

General Ustinov replied that the Soviet side had nothing 
more to add today. 

Mr. Graybea l adjourned the meeting at 11:40 a.m. 

Attachments : 

1. Ustinov Statement 

2 . Graybeal Statement 

Drafted by : JjFPDeSimone :bd 
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USTINOV STATEMENT, April 2, 1974 
Mr. Commissioner, 

It is with pleasure that the Soviet Component 
of the SCC approaches the work of this regular session. 
On my own behalf, on behalf of Deputy Commissioner 
V. P. Karpov and on behalf of all the staff of the 
Soviet Component of the Standing Consultative 
Commission, I have the honor of greeting you and 
General Georgi and all the members of the U.S. 

Component of the SCC. 

I would like to introduce the members of the 
Soviet Component of the Commission, the composition 
of which has undergone some changes. /Ustinov 
introduced the members of the Soviet Component of the 
SCC/Z In addition, as necessary, we may, as before, 
call upon some members of the Soviet SALT Delegation 
to work with the SCC. /Ustinov introduced Capt. 
Mazerkin and Col. Starodubov, saying that they were 
in this category/7 

I hope that at the third session of the SCC 
there will exist between the two Components of the 
Commission that same atmosphere of businesslike 
cooperation, frankness and desire to find mutually 
acceptable solutions, which marked our activity at 
the first and second sessions and is becoming 
traditional for the SCC. 
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Mr. Commissioner, the Soviet Component is 
ready to continue our joint work on the preparation 
of the draft Protocols and Procedures governing 
replacement, dismantling or destruction, and notifica- 
tion thereof, for strategic offensive arms and ABM 
systems. In this we proceed from the premise that 
completion, if possible, of this work is the main 
task of the current session. In this work the Soviet 
side will be guided by the letter and the spirit of the 
Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty concluded between 
the Soviet Union and the United States of America. 

We are prepared to conduct this work constructively 
in a spirit of seeking mutually acceptable solutions 
which would fully correspond to the tasks flowing from 
the provisions of the Interim Agreement and the ABM 
Treaty. 

During the recess we carefully studied the 
documents submitted at the -Second Session and consider 
basically acceptable those formulations in the draft 
Protocols and corresponding Procedures with respect 
to which we have achieved agreement. In our view, 
these formulations and agreed provisions constitute 
a good basis for further progress. 

At the same time, Mr. Commissioner, we und erstand 
the complexity of the task of working out the Protocols 

SECRET -EXDI S 
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and Procedures and take into account those difficulties 
and differences which still exist in the matter of 
achieving mutually acceptable formulations for 
unagreed paragraphs. The existence of these 
dif ficiilties demands that we apply maximum efforts 
toward finding ways of overcoming them. 

In this connection I would like once again to 
draw the attention of the U.S. Component of the SCC 
to those tenets of principle from which the Soviet 
Component of the Commission proceeds in carrying out 
thin work. 

First , we proceed fro m the premise that the 
Procedures being worked out must ensure that the 
replaced launchers and associated ICBM launch site 
facilities, as well as replaced submarines be put in 
a condition that precludes the possibility of their 
use for launching the corresponding missiles. We 
approach in a similar manner the Procedures for 
dismantling ABM systems. 

Second , the Soviet side attaches great importance 
to the matter of carrying out dismantling with minimal 
expenditure of effort and funds, as well as to the 
possibility of using facilities remaining at ICBM 
launch sites and ABM ranges for purposes not inconsistent 
with the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty. 
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Third , we remain convinced that national 
technical means of ■verification are capable of 
verifying with complete confidence and reliability 
compliance by the sides with the obligations assumed 
in accordai ce with the Treaty and the Interim Agree- 
ment, as well as in accordance with the Procedures 
being worked out. Therefore, there is no need what- 
soever to introduce into the verification process 
any sort of additional measures not provided for by 
the Treaty or the Interim Agreement, including prior 
notification as well. 

And finally, fourth , the Soviet side believes 
that only those arms which are covered by the Interim 
Agreement and the ABM Treaty can be considered in the 
dismantling and replacement Procedures, and the SCO 
cannot prejudice the nature and content of possible 
future agreements between the USSR and the U.S. 

Regarding the methods of our work, the Soviet 
side is prepared to discuss the draft documents 
article by article or in any other manner which will 
most successfully move us toward completion of the work. 

Mr. Commissioner, it seems to me that successfully 
completing the working out of the Protocols and 
Procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof, for strategic 

SECRET- EXDIS 
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offensive arms and ABM systems would be a useful 
contribution to the implementation of the provisions 
and tasks of the Interim Agreement and the ABM Treaty. 

In concluding ray statement I would like to 
wish the whole Commission success in carrying out at 
the third session the tasks placed before it. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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STATEMENT BY COMMISSIONER GRAYBEAL 
Apr ID. 2, 1974 

I 

■ Mr. Comm.iss loner , with this first meeting of the 
third session of the Standing Consultative Commission, 
we resume our efforts to achieve the mutually agreed 
procedures governing replacement, dismantling or 
destruction, and notification thereof for strategic 
offensive arms and for ABM systems and their components 
as called for by the Interim Agreement and the ABM 
Treaty. Substantial progress was made during the 
first and second sessions of SCC, and a number of 
important issues have been resolved. However, at the 
conclusion of SCC-II, several important issues were 
still unresolved. Our assigned work is not yet completed. 

The Joint Draft Texts, of November 16, 1973 , reflect 
the areas in our discussions in which we have achieved 
preliminary agreement and, equally as important, the 
areas enclosed by brackets indicate the major substantive 
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issues still to be resolved. During the recess, the 
US Government has engaged in a thorough examination 
of the areas where disagreement still exists. We have 
carefully reviei^ed our positions and have also analyzed 
the proposals and rationale which have been presented 
by the Soviet side. The US Component proposes that 
the SCO continue working out the details of agreed 
procedures as called for by the ABM Treaty and the 
interim Agreement. I consider this ta,sk to be the 
primary purpose of this SCC session. It is understood,, 
of course, that either side may, as it deems appropriate, 
raise any issues which fall within the scope of SCC 
responsibilities . 


II ' 

The bracketed portions of 'the Joint Draft Texts 
indicate the issues raised during the first two SCC 
sessions on which we were unable to reach agreement. 
Among those unresolved issues are: the degree to which 
ICBM launchers, SLBM launchers and ballistic missile 
submarines, and ABM launchers are to be dismantled or 
destroyed; the definition of "modern submarine -launched 
ballistic missiles;" and the use of facilities remaining 
at deactivated ICBM sites". 
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In this regard, I should like to re-emphasize that 
in our view dismantling or destruction procedures must 
be in consonance with agreed guidelines. Two of these 
impo: ant criteria are: first, the procedures must ensure 
that adequate verification can be accomplished by national 
technical means; and second, the extent of dismantling or 
destruction must be such that reactivation time of units 
dismantled or destroyed is not substantially less than 
the time required for new construction. The US side cannot 
agree to procedures that do not meet these mutually agreed 
criteria. 

/ 

III 

A large portion of the bracketed language in the 
Joint Draft Texts concerns the - issue of notification. 

In our SCC negotiations, the US side has made extensive 
efforts to bring the views of the two sides together on 
the issue of notification. In our view there has been 
no comparable effort by the Soviet side thus far to 
help resolve this issue. I would hope that the Soviet 
side, based on its re-examination of this issue during 
the recess, is now prepared to move from the rigid 
position it has thus far .maintained. 
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IV 

Mr. Commissioner, in summary, I would like to 
repeal that the US side proposes to continue our effort 
to reach agreement on Procedures Governing Replacement, 
Dismantling or Destruction, and Notification Thereof., 
for Strategic Offensive Arms and for ABM Systems and 
their Components . Our point of departure should be the 
JDTs of November l6, 1973 j which were "preliminarily 
agreed by Commissioners" with the understanding that 
we are working ad. referendum to Governments and that 
nothing is agreed until all is agreed. By proceeding 
on the basis of frank discussion of the issues and 
taking into account the views and interests of both 
sides, we can expect success in that endeavor. 
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